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CURRENT TOPICS. 





WE ppgint elsewhere the order of transfer which we referred to 
last week as about to be issued. 





ALTHOUGH MANY of the courts in the new building which is 
to be opened on the 4th of December are ready for occupation, 
it is not expected that any of the judges of the Queen’s Bench 
Division will enter upon them before the Hilary Sittings, It is, 
we believe, possible, though nothing is yet settled, that some of 
the judges of the Chancery Division may remoye into the new 
courts soon after the opening day. 





TWELVE o’ciock is the hour fixed for the opening on the 4th 
of December of the Royal Courts of Justice. It is understood 
that her Majesty will be attended by her great officers of State, 
and it is anticipated that the spectacle will be one of the most 
imposing which has been witnessed in recent years. The 
elaborate paving of the Central Hall is now complete, but up 
to Thursday evening no visible preparations had been made for 
the ceremony. The hall is estimated to accommodate about 2,000 
spectators. 





AN EMINENT CORRESPONDENT sends us this week a letter on 
the recent action of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
in suggesting the exclusion of sales under the Lands Clauses 
Act from the Remuneration Order. We presume we may consider 
his communication as embodying the reasons which led the council 
to take this course, and we gladly print it because it seems to us 
to show conclusively the nature of the error into which they have 
fallen. In the first place our correspondent admits that “‘in 
large sales to railway and other companies and public 
bodies this exception may work adversely to the interests of the 
vendor’s solivitor”’ (which is exactly what we have main- 
tained); but, on the other hand, he cites an instance to 
show how inadequate would have been the remuneration pro- 


vided by the scale in the case of such small transactions as a sale | 


under the Act for £220. It might be sufficient to reply that, as 
a rule (so far as our experience goes), sales under the Act 
are of a more important description than the case our correspond- 
ent cites, and that the Order 1 aaa have been framed to meet the 
rule and not the exception. But the important point which our 
Hi ba gE (and we presume the council) have evidently over- 
looked is that, if the scale did not afford sufficient remuneration for 


the vendor’s solicitor in these very small sales, he would have | 
before undertaking the | 
notice in writing, that his re-| 


been at liberty, under rule 6, 
business, to elect, by 
muneration should be according to the present system as altered 
by Schedule IJ.; and in that case he would have got higher 
remuneration than he will now obtain. There could be no 
reason why he should not take this course, inasmuch as, his costs 
being payable by the purchasers, his client could not feel any 
objection to his charging them according to the highest rate allowed 
by law. Our correspondent will observe that this consideration 
renders on 4 demonstration of the inadequacy of the scale as remune- 
ration to the vendor's solicitor in very nal sales altogether beside 
the question, With regard to our correspondent’s ingenious 
argument, that to place remuneration for these sales under the 

¢ would be to remove ‘a good practical check upon the pur- 
chasers, inasmuch as under the [Lands Clauses] Act they are 
obliged to pay for all the trouble they may cause,” it is to be 








the 
(them. B. may therefore have to accept Bank 


observed that this is an additional reason for giving the vendor's 
solicitor remuneration under Schedule II., instead of i 
him from the Order. There will not now exist nearly so good a 
check as there would have been if the vendor's solicitor’s re- 
muneration had been under the scale, with the option to elect to 
take it under Schedule II. We think that if our correspondent, 
with all his ability and experience, cannot suggest any better 
reasons for the action of the council than those he has alleged, 
the profession will consider that we were not wrong in character- 
izing that action as a blunder. 





THe QueEstion whether an alteration in the number of a Bank 
of England note is a material alteration or not, occupies twenty 
pages of the current number of the Lew . In the case 
to which we refer—Suffell v. Bank of England (L. R. 9 Q@ B.D. 
555), reported in the Weexty Reporter in September last (30 
W. R. 932), the facts were briefly as follows :—Three £1,000 and 
one £500 Bank of England notes were fraudulently acquired, and 
exchanged at the Bank of England for other notes of an equiva- 
lent aggregate amount, but lower denominational value. The 
payment of these substituted notes was stopped. When pre- 
sented at the Bank of England for payment, the numbers they 
bore were found to have been altered (in each case by converting 
a 5 into a 3), and payment was refused on account of the altera- 
tion. The holder of the notes was a bond fide holder for value 
without notice, and on the part of the plaintiff it was contended 
that an alteration, in order to be a material alteration, must be 
one that would affect the contract, and that where there is no 
contract, and rights are conferred otherwise than by contract, 
then the alteration must be one which would interfere with sach 
rights. Both in the Queen’s Bench Division, and in the Court 
of Appeal, the issue turned upon the materiality of the alteration, 
Lord CoLerrpGg, in the Queen’s Bench Division, holding that it 
was not material, and the Courtof Appealreversing his decision. The 
MastTER OF THE Rotts, in the course of his judgment, urged, 
other considerations, (1) that an alteration in the number ofa 
to be paid according to numbers drawn by lot would be a material 
alteration. This may be so, but it is evident that no one is injured 
in any similar way by an alteration in the number of a bank-note. 
(2) That by usage all notes bear numbers, and without numbers 
would not be negotiable. This, however, does not seem i 
ant, for the notes in question bore numbers, and as every bank- 
note bears a different number from every other note, no holder of a 
note can derive any additional security from examining the 
number which it bears. (3) That the numbers borne by notes 
are useful in tracing fraud. Undoubtedly; bat even in this case 
it may happen that notes fraudulently obtained and altered as to 
their numbers may, after such alteration, be lest by a bend Ade 
holder, and as easily recovered by means of their forged numbers 
as before, (4) That there is a great distinction between a Bank 
of England note and an ordinary promissory note—viz., that a 
Bank of England note is legal tender. But does not this distine- 
tion tell in favour of the plaintiff? Suppose that A. owes B. £10, 
and tenders B. that amount in Bank of England notes, B. cannot 
refuse them, But if A. tenders the amount in the form of notes 
issued by some other bank, B. would have option of refusing 

- special 
knowledge, while free to refase them if issued by 
indeed, it would appear from the judgment ofthe Master OF TRE 
Rotra, that B. would be safe in taking notes st 
with, if not issued by the Bank of not secure 
where compelled to accept them, (3.) That it is te 
maintain Bank of Ko notes in a “pure state.” 
“pure” seems to be here somewhat inappropriately i 


u 


vitiated by an alteration quite undiscoverable 


Hi 


word 
4 
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As applied to the curreney, the term “pure” has always been 
used in opposition to the term “ debased,” and if it is desirable 
that the purity of the paper currency of the country should be 
maintained, it would seem that this might best be secured by 
avoiding bank-notes only when the contract between Bank of 
England (i.¢., the State) and the public has been varied, or the 
notes on the face of them bear evidence of being tampered with. 
It might be urged that this was a case of two innocent parties one 
of whom must suffer, but this is hardly so, for those who lose 
bank-notes must be somewhat to blame either for carelessness or 
want of sagacity, while the taker of notes altered in the manner 
in question might be one of the most prudent of mankind. 





WE REFERRED a few months ago to the threatened action by 
the Brighton Town Council against the Lancet in respect of a 
denunciation of the alleged unhealthy drainage of the town. 
There has also, it appears, been much indignation created in the 
mind (if we may be permitted the expression) of another favourite 

ing place in the South of England—viz., Ventnor—by asper- 
sions on its sanitary character. In this case also, we believe, legal 
ings were threatened against the aspersers, though more 
counsels appear to have ultimately prevailed. We must 
confess to being a little puzzled as to the exact form in which the 
complaint would have been shaped in case the proceedings had 
continued. There are, no doubt, as we pointed out before, pre- 
eedents for actions of libel by a corporate body, but we do not 
quite understand how a town could bring an action for libel, or 
sustain a criminal information for a libel on its character, even if 
it were a corporate town. The mischief done by aspersions on the 
sanitary character of a town enures to the detriment of persons in 
their private capacity, such as hotel or lodging-house keepers in 
the town. How could a corporation in its corporate capacity 
suffer damage in such a case? or, even if in some cases pecuniary 
might indirectly result to a corporation as such, how could 
such loss be made the subject of legal damages? Similarly, the 
aspersion of personal character seems to be the gist of the criminal 
offence of libel. We are ata loss to see how complaints of the sani- 
condition of a town can be a criminal offence. Of course, we 
quite admit that if, incidentally to the complaints made, individuals 
are accused of of duty, this would be a different thing 
altogether, and such individuals would have their remedy ; but we 
do not understand that the threatened legal proceedings were in 
respect of the grievances to individuals, inasmuch as the town 
couneil in the one case, and the local board in another, appear to 
have been the moving parti We would venture to suggest that 
woe eaten. if any similar case should arise in future, would do 
tion 


q 


te consider carefully how far they could justify the applica- 
of their rates to the costs of any such proceedings, 
notwithstanding the provision of 35 & 36 Vict. c. 91, authorizing 
the application of the borough fund or rate to the prosecution of 
any proceedings necessary for the promotion or protection 
of the interests of the inhabitants ” of the borough. These proceed- 
ings mever came to the test of an application in court, and it seems 
diffiealt to regard them as seriously intended, but if they were, we 
are disposed to think that the doctrine of libel would be attempted 
to be carried to the verge of absurdity. We do not know 
win. Ons had. Sing $0 stop. If nobcdy could reflect ina 
newspaper on sanitary state of a town, or express an opinion 
= its 7 pod | out Aan order or defective, without the risk of 
involved in iy law ings by a te body with 
@ long purse, it appears to us that € piste ip very little 
guarantee for the public health. It is in the interest of the 
commonwealth that such subjects should be freely discussed. We 
do not deny that rash statements or ill-eonsidered theories may 
thus receive currency and do much mischief to the interests of 
individuals, but it surely cannot be maintained that every state- 
ment which may indirectly injure somebody, and which can be 
proved untrue, is actionable or criminally punishable. In the case 
4 faa ceeding, indeed, the truth of the statement 
would be immaterial, If 2 man wrote a book of travel and 
asserted that the climate of a place was unhealthy, it might 
damage the inhabitants of the place, but surely, whether the 
statement were true or false, and whatever the motive for making 
it, a man could not be prosecuted or sued in respect of it. 


t 


& 





An AppLicatTion to the Queen’s Bench Division on Tuesday 
for the re-transfer to the Chancery Division of one of the 
“common law cases” recently transferred from that division, 
was the occasion for the expression by the Divisional Court of an 
interesting, but, we imagine, rather too sanguine, opinion as to the 
effect of the removal of the courts to the Royal Courts of 
Justice. It was pointed out by the learned counsel for the 
applicants that most of the counsel engaged in the case were 
chancery men; that heavy briefs in the case had already been 
delivered ; and that special fees would be entailed by chancery 
barristers following the cause into the common law division. 
Hereupon the following conversation is reported to have 
occurred :—= 

“The Court remarked that in a few days they would be in the new 
courte, and then these nice distinctions as to fees, &o,, in regard to counsel 
of the equity bar practising in the common law courts would, they hoped, 


to a great extent, cease. 
Mr. Bush observed that, from all he could hear, this would not be the 


case. 
Mr. Justice Denian.—Then I shonld certainly think the court would 
refuse to recoguize euch extra costs.” 


In which case, as perhaps the learned judge failed to perceive, the 
only result would be to punish the client. Changes of the 
kind referred to are always gradual. The effect of all the courts 
being under one roof will, no doubt, be to render more frequent 
the appearance of chancery barristers in the Queen’s Bench 
Division, and of common law barristers in the Chancery Division, 
and so in course of time changes in the etiquette may be intro- 
duced. But it is a little misleading to draw fancy pictures 
from the bench of the opening of the Royal Courts as introducing 
so suddenly a legal millennium in which all counsel will be ready 
to attend in all courts at ordinary fees. 





Tue courtsare still busily engaged in following out to its logical 
consequences the principle laid down in Hx parte Walton, In re 
Levy (30 W. R. 395, L. R. 17 Ch. D. 746). We referred a fort- 
night ago to the application of the principle in Hast and West 
India Dock Company y. Hill, so as to render the lessee liable, 
under his covenants, to the lessor after disclaimer by the trustee 
of a bankrupt assignee. In Harding y. Preece, reported in last 
week’s issue of the Weexty Rerorrer (p. 42), the principle 
was applied so as to render liable to the lessee, after the disclaimer 
of the ee by the trustee of a bankrupt assignee, a person who 
had covenanted in the assignment as surety for the payment of 
the rent during the residue of the term. It will be remembered 
that in Ex parte Walton Lord Justice James said that “the 


object of the bankruptcy laws was merely to regulate the dis- — 


tribution of the b pt’s assets between his creditors, and to 
relieve the bankrupt and his estate from future liability to his 
creditors ; but it was never intended to affect rights and liabilities 
as between the creditor and a third party. A surety, for instance, 
is not discharged by the bankruptcy of his principal. But to 
revert to the position of lessor or lessee. Take the case of a lease 
with a surety for the payment of the rent. Could it ever have 
been intended that the bankruptcy of the lessee was to release 
the surety?” With great Pe ll to the learned judges who 
decided Harding v. Preece, we should hardly have thought that 
it was necessary to expand the few lines we have quoted into 
tenet extending over eleven columns of the WKLY 
EPORTER. 








Mr. John Hollaws and Mr, Edwin Froshfield have beon placed in the com- 
mission of Lieutenaney for the City of London. 

Baron Fitzgerald has been presented with an address from the bar of 
Ireland on his retirement from the Irish Beach. 


Sir Robert Collier was absent from the Juticial Committee on 
Thareday through indisposition, and had not attended the sittings since 
Tuesday, 

The dinner to which the mombers of the Gonth-Hastern Ciroult had 
invited Mr. Jastioe Day in Jaly Inst, to colebrate his elevation to the benob, 
and which was postponed at the roquost of the learned judge, has now 
boon fixed to take place on Tuesday, Dovember 12, at seven p.m., ad the 
Albion Hotel, Aidersgate-streot, whoo it is expected that a cons 
number of both past aod present mombors of the oiroult will attend. 
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THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 
IIL. 


In the administration of the trusts of every settlement the 
salient division of money subject to the trusts of the settlement 
is into capital money and income, or rents and profits; and it 
follows, ex vi termént, that the person (whether an individual, or 
an aggregate of individuals) whose estate or interest is, for the 
time being, the estate or interest in possession, is entitled to the 
income. The question of investment, and all other questions 
relating to the conflicting interests of persons in possession, and 
persons in remainder or reversion, arise only in respect to capital 
money ; and the question, whether any specified sum is to be 
treated as capital or income, or how the apportionment between 
them, if any, is to be made, does not always admit of an obvious 
solution. It is remarkable that, although a detailed definition 
of capital money was contained in the Bill, as originally intro- 
duced, the Act contains no general definition of capital money ; 
unless the following remark, contained in section 2, is to be styled 
a definition :— 

‘© (9,) Capital money arising under this Act, and receivable for the trusts 


and purposes of the settlement, is in this Act referred to as capital money 
arising under this Act.” 


This scarcely seenis to differ even by the conventional fig-leaf 
from a naked identical proposition. It certainly adds nothing 
appreciable to our means of answering the question, whether in 
any specified case certain moneys are to be treated as capital or 
asincome. It seems to follow that these questions must be deter- 
mined upon the analogy of the general rules laid down by equity 
in administering the trusts of settlements; and in general, that 
moneys arising by the exercise of any of the powers conferred 
by the Act, will be treated as capital moneys in all cases in 


which, if they had arisen by the exercise of similar powers. 


delegated by the settlement to the trustees, they would have been 
treated as capital moneys. 

In two particular cases, as has been already mentioned, the Act 
distinguishes between capital and income for the purpose of appor- 
tioning a fund—namely, as to rents arising under mining leases, and 
as to the net proceeds of the sale of timber. As to mining rents, 

/if the tenant for life is impeachable for waste in respect of 


minerals, three-fourths, and otherwise one-fourth, must, unless a 


contrary intention is expressed in the settlement, be set aside as 
capital (section 11). As to the net proceeds of the sale of 
timber, if the tenant for life is impeachable for waste in respect 
of timber, three-fourth parts must be set aside as capital (section 
35, sub-section 2). It is to be inferred that, in the case of a 
tenant for life not impeachable for waste in respect of timber, the 
Act does not intend to interfere with his right to cut such 
timber without obtaining for the purpose any permission, and to 
\treat the whole of the net proceeds as income. 

Besides the foregoing examples of apportionment, which 
refer to particular cases, the Act also provides that capital 
money (apparently meaning the net purchase-money) arising from 
the sale of a lease, or any estate less than the fee simple, or the 
sale of any reversion, the trustees or the court may require the 
same to be so “ laid out, invested, accumulated, and paid,’’ as to 
give the parties interested the like benefit as they might lawfully 
re had from the lease, &e., or as near thereto as possible (section 
34). 

The following seems to be a list of the different means by 
which capital moneys may “ arise under the Act,” arranged in the 
order in which they occur in the Act. 

(1.) Net purchase-moneys received on a sale, whether of the 
whole or any part of the settled land, or of an easement, &e., 
* over or in relation to” the settled land, by virtue of section 3, 
sub-section (i.). 

This will, of course, include purchase-moneys of the principal 
mansion-house and demesnes, whenever they are sold with the 
consent of the trustees, or by an order of the court (section 15). 

(2.) Consideration moneys received for the enfranchisement of 

holds, and the release of the tenure (with its incidents) of 

free by virtue of section 3, sub-section (ii.). 
(3:) Moneys received for equality of exchange (section 3, sub- 
sdotion ili.) ; 











(4.) Or received for equality of partition (section 3, sub-section 
iv.). 
(5.) Fines or premiums taken on the grant of leases, by virtue 
of sections 6—13; including fines and premiums taken upon the 
completion of a contract, or confirmation of a voidable lease, by 
virtue of section 12, 

(6.) Three-fourths of the net ro arising under 
leases, if the tenant for life is impeachable for waste in 
of minerals (section 11); unless a “contrary intention” is ex- 

ressed in the settlement. 

(7.) One-fourth of the net moneys arising under mining leases, 
if the tenant for life is not impeachable for waste in respect of 
minerals (Zd:d.); unless a contrary intention is expressed in the 
settlement. 

(8.) Consideration moneys received for aceepting surrenders of 
leases, by virtue of seetion 13. 

(9.) Consideration moneys, if any, received for granting to 
copyholders, by virtue of section 14, licences to demise their 
copyholds. 

(10.) Consideration moneys (if any) received upon the laying 
out and appropriation of streets, &c., in connection with a sale or 
grant for building purposes, by virtue of section 16. 

Such appropriations are not usually made in consideration of 
any definite lump sum, which could be impounded as capital, but 
rather in consideration of the increased letting value of the houses 
comprised in the building scheme, which is expected to result 
therefrom. The Act makes no provision for any apportionment ; 
and it seems that upon such a scheme, if effected in the usual way, 
the tenant for life will be under no obligation to contribute any- 
thing to capital. 

(11.) Moneys raised by mortgage under section 18 for the 
special purposes therein mentioned. 

(12.) Consideration-money paid for variation or rescission of 
contracts by virtue of section 31 (ii.). 

(13.) Consideration-money received for sale of interests less 
than a fee simple by virtue of section 34. 

(14.) Money paid into court under the provisions of the Lands 
Clauses Acts, or any other statute, which is liable to be laid out in 
the purchase of land, to be made subject to the settlement (section 
32). Such money, inaddition to any mode of dealing therewith 
authorized by such statute, may be mvyested or applied as capital 
money arising under the Act. 

(15.) Money (not arising by the exercise of any of the powers 
conferred by the Act) in the hands of trustees, which is lable to 
be laid out in the purehase of land, may, at the option of the 
tenant for life, be invested or applied as capital money arising 
under the Act (section 33). 

(16.) Three-fourths of the net proceeds of sale of timber, by 
virtue of section 35, where the tenant for life is impeachable for 
waste in respect of timber. 

(17.) Net purchase-moneys received on a sale, by virtue of 
section 37, of chattels settled upon trust to devolve ith lewd, 

These last moneys have the peculiarity, that they may be ia- 
vested in the purchase of “ other chattels, of the same or any other 
nature” (section 37, sub-section 2), to devolve in the same 
manner as the chattels sold. But they may also be invested im 
any other way prescribed by the Act for the investment of capital 
money. 

The foregoing enumeration of the different kinds of capital 
money will, of course, include any sum paid by way of deposit, 
upon the making of a contract by virtue of section 31, when such 
deposit will, upon the completion of the contract, form a part of 
any sum entitled to be regarded as capital. 

Capital money “ arising under" the Act may be paid either to 
the trustees of the settlement, or inte court, at the option of 
tenant for life (section 22, sub-section 1); but may not be paid 
fewer than two us trustees, unless the settlement author. 
izes the receipt of capital trast money of the settlement by one 
trustee (section 39, sub-seetion 1). 

In the af the Act last referred to, it is not clear whether 
the Act uses the word “ trastee” according te its own definition, 
or according to popular usage. Capital money payable to tres- 
tees of a settlement of real property does not necessarily arise by 
power of sale; and trastess, without a 
power of saleand not although specifically declared (as Wi 


af 
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ibly be, in the case of a settlement executed before the passing 
of the Act), to be trustees of the settlement “ for p of this 
Act,” and who would, therefore, not be within the definition given 
in section 2, sub-section (8), of “trustees of the settlement,” 
might, be authorized to give receipts for “capital 
trust money of the settlement.” In such a case, might “ capital 
money arising under this Act” be paid to them ? and in particular, 
if “ the settlement authorizes the receipt of capital trust money of 
the settlement ” by one such trustee, might “ capital money arising 
under this Act” be paid to him ? 


Capital money having been discriminated from income, and 
being lodged either in the hands of the trustees or of the court, 
the next step is to inquire what may be done with it. The follow- 
ing is a list of the modes, arranged in the numerical order in which 
they respectively occur in the Act, in which net capital moneys 
may be applied :— 

(1.) Investment in Gcvernment securities, or securities author- 
ized by the settlement, or bonds, mortgages, debentures, or 
debenture stock of any railway in the United Kingdom, incor- 
porated by special Act, and which has, for ten years preceding 
the investment, paid a dividend on its ordinary stock or shares 
(section 21, sub-section i.). 

(2.) Discharge of incumbrances affecting the inheritance of the 
settled land or other the whole estate the subject of the settlement, 
or land tax, tithe rent-charge, or rents incident to the tenure 
(1bid., sub-section ii.). 

(3.) Payment for any improvement authorized by the Act (Zbid., 

The list of authorized improvements is given in section 25; 


and is, somewhat abbreviated, as follows :— 


Gi.) Dra‘mage, including the straightening, widening, or deepening of drains, 
aD t and watercourses : 

ii.) Irrigation ; warping : 

(@.) Drains, pipes, and machinery for supply and distribation of sewage as 
manure : 


iv.) Embanking or weiring : 

(v.) ; sea walls ; defences sgainst water: 

(vi. ing ; stesightening of fences ; re-division of fields : 

(vil.) Reclamation ; dry warping : 

(vit) Farm roads ; private roads ; rosds or streets in villages or towns ; 
Ct Odean laboee rs: and artisans, loyed on the 

an on 

pe em 5 . 4“: a 

xi.) Farmhouses other buildings for farm purposes : 

my Sew-mills and other mills, v2 gay engine-honses, and kilns, 

for agricultural 


which will iscresse the valse of the settled land Purposes or 
* as paveeies, nd elis, shafts sl d oth 

xis. watercourses, wells, , d mices, and other 
works supply and distribution of water : ae : 


facilitating transport of persons 


4 ; ; docks : 
(zv.) Jetties, piers, and jm Angas for 
stock and of things requircd for agricultural 


(x) Rec mstraction, enlargement, or improvement of any of those works. 


(4.) Payment of money for equality of exchange or partition 
(coctien 21, sub-section iv.). y this purpose also, aes 
mentioned, money may be raised by mortgage (section 18). 

5.) Purchase of the seignory of any part of the settled land, 

f frecheld land (section 21, sub-section v.). As we remarked 

when the language of section 2, sub-section (ii.), was under con- 
phraseology 





f 


sideration, this curioms seems to refer toa release of 
the seignory. 

(6.) Parchase of the fee simple of a port of the settled land, 
being copyhold on customary land (Ibid, re, “fee simple” 


i amar ae ab te ae or this ed 
money may raised by mortgage (section 1%), It is 
concewe’, that money could not be raised by mortgage for the 








“ purchase of the seignory ” of frechold land ; for the latter, being 
already as free as is permitted by English law, cannot be further 
enfranchised. 

(7.) Purchase of the reversion upon leasehold interests com- 
prised in the settlement (section 21, sub-section vi.). This kind 
of investment will not often be to the pecuniary profit of the 
tenant for life. 

(8.) Purchase of lands, whether freehold or copyhold, held for 
a fee simple, or on lease with not less than sixty years unexpired, 
with or without minerals, and subject or not to mining rights 
(Ibid., sub-section vii.). 

But capital money arising “ from settled land in England” may 
not be applied in the purchase of land out of England, unless the 
settlement expressly authorizes such purchases (section 23). 

(9.) Purchase, for a feesimple or for a term with not less thansixty 
years unexpired, of mines and minerals convenient to be held or 


worked with the settled land, or of easements, &c., convenient for 


mining or other purposes (Zdid., sub-section viii.). 

(10.) Payment to any person becoming absolutely entitled, or 
empowered to give an absolute discharge (Ibid., sub-section ix.). 
It is conceived that “ empowered ” here means empowered in his 
own right, and that a power to give discharges in a fiduciary 
capacity under the settlement would not suffice. 

(11.) Payment of cests, charges, and expenses, of, or incidental 
to, the exercise of any of the powers, or the execution of any of 
the provisions, of the Act (Ibid., sub-section x.). This, of course, 
does not refer only to the payment of the costs of raising the 
money. 

(12.) In any other mode in which money, produced by the 
exercise of a power of sale in the settlement, is applicable there- 
under (Jbid., sub-section xi.). 

(13.) Moneys arising from the sale of personal chattels settled 
on trust so as to devolve with the settled land, may be invested 
in the purchase of other chattels, of the same or any other nature, 
to be settled upon the same trusts as the chattels sold (section 37, 
sub-section 2). 

But such moneys may also be treated as ordinary capital 
moneys (Jbid.). Neither a sale, nor a purchase,.of such chattels 
may be made, without an order of the court (sub-section 3). 

(14.) Capital money “arising under this Act” may also be 
applied in payment of any costs, charges, or expenses, which are 
directed by the court to be paid out of property subject to the 
settlement (section 47). It is highly improbable that the court 
will ever order any costs, &c., to be so paid which are not 
included under “ costs, charges, and expenses of, or incidental to, 
the exercise of any of the powers, or the execution. of any of the 


provisions, of this Act” ; so that this mode of application seems . 


to have been previously sanctioned by No. (11) supra. It occurs 
as one only of a number of ways in which such costs may be 
satisfied, and was probably added out of abundant caution. 

We believe that the foregoing list supplies a complete account of 
the modes in which capital moneys arising under the Act may be 
applied. The most important question, so far as regards the public 
sihey of the Act, turns upon the sufficiency of the list of improve-: 
ments above briefly cited’from section 25. Is this list sufficiently 
exhaustive, when regarded as a list of the ways in which a 
prudent and well-intentioned absolute owner would be likely to 
desire to sink money raised, in the shape of capital, out of his 
estate ? Those who answer this question in the affirmative, must 
be prepared to admit that the Act does all that legislative inter- 
ference can do, to enable settled land to be managed as much to 
the advantage of the — as land held by an absolute owner. 
Such restraints as still exist upon the management of settled land, 
if they are only such as tend to keep its management within those 
limits which a ent and well-intentioned absolute owner would 
impose upon himself, cannot be otherwise than conducive to the 
public benefit. - 

But as it formed no part of the policy of Lord Cairns to confis- 
cate the property of persons entitled in succession after limited 
owners, to any greater extent than his plans for the public advan- 
tage rendered necessary, many precautions have been devised with 
the view of giving to such future interests all the protection which 
the nature of the case seemed to permit. ‘These will be briefly 
reviewed by us in our next article, 
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SHOULD THE LODGER FRANCHISE BE 
' RETAINED ? 
Il, 


WE have, in a previous article, dealt with the difficulties arising 
out of the indefinite nature of the qualification. We now proceed to 
deal with the difficulties arising from the impossibility of procuring 
evidence of the facts in relation to lodger claims. 

It might, perhaps, be supposed by a person unfamiliar with the 
practical working of the registration system that there is no reason 
why there should be any more difficulty with regard to evidence 
in the case of a lodger than in any other case. But the answer is, 
that the same difficulty would occur in the case of the occupier of 
a house but for the fact of the existence of our rating system. 
The overseer is an official who, from the knowledge acquired for 
rafing purposes, and the record of it in the rate- , has the 
means the vast majority of cases, of knowing whether the 
qualification does or does not exist ; and, accordingly, on him js 
thrown the duty of making out the list, which, except so far as it 
is aTGaFOd by the result Of claim and ‘objections made before the 
revising barrister, is the register of voters. ‘Therefore, in the vast 

jority of cases, the qualified householder is put on the register 
without his being obliged to come forward and give any evidence 
at all. Of course there is nothing analogous to this in the case of 
the lodger. The overseer eauinot know anything of His existence 
o¥ qualification. Consequently, there cannot, in the case of the 
lodger, be any list other than a mere list of claimants until one is 
made by the result of the revision. The list of lodger claimants 
stands, therefore, on the same footing as the list of claimants in 
respect of occupation as a householder—that is to say, the claimant 
in each case must prove hisclaim. We leave out of sight the 
provisions of the Act of 1878, as to lodgers claiming before the 
25th of July, which, for the present purpose, are immaterial. It 
is very difficult in practice to get householders who have been 
omitted from the list, and who have claimed, to come up and prove 
their claims, and, consequently, many persons who are entitled 
would be disqualified except for the fact that in practice it is found 
possible in the majority of such cases to dispense with the personal 
attendance of the claimants and to ascertain, with sufficient 
certainty, that the qualification exists without their evidence. The 
revising barrister and agents on both sides are generally reasonable 
persons, and where the overseer or the parochial official has 
made inquiries aud informed himself of the circumstances, his 
statement is accepted by consent of both parties. Most of 
the cases in which a qualified householder gets left off the register 
arise from his having shifted his residence from one house to 
another within the qualifying year, and so not appearing on the 
rate-book for a sufficient time in respect of the premises he is 
actually occupying. In such cases references to other rate-books 
and the statements of the overseers frequently enable the difficulty 
to be met, and the person about whose qualification there is no 
substantial doubt to be put on, though unable or unwilling himself 
to appear and substantiate his claim. No such course can be 
taken with regard to a lodger, about whose existence no parochial 
official has any cause to know anything, who pays no rates, and 
has no public existence at all as a lodger. The see franchise, 
therefore, differs from the householders’ franchise in that, with 
regard to the latter, it is only those persons not inserted by the 
overseers that have to claim and prove their claims, the vast 
majority of those who are entitled being inserted in the list by 
the overseers as a matter of course. It may, perhaps, fairly be 
assumed that those householders who do not prove their claims to 
be inserted, and with respect to whom the evidence cannot be 
supplied from the knowledge of any public official, are, for the 
most part, really not qualified, But with lodgers the case stands 
otherwise. The whole body of lodgers (with the exception of 
those claiming before July 25, under the Act of 1878, who may 
be left out of consideration for the present purpose) are in the posi- 
tion of claimants and bound to prove their claims ; and, therefore, 
if it be the fact, as it is no doubt the fact, that } numbers of 
qualified persons cither cannot or will not be at the trouble to 
come to a revision court to prove their right to the franchise, in 
the case of lodgers, in the absence of special provision, large 
numbers of qualified persons would not be put on the register, 


To meet this difficulty a speci 





Jace evidence of the qualification y strong 

opinion that this is a most mischievous piece of legislation. 
To remove one evil it introduces a much greater evil. 
No one with any practical experience can doubt that 
thas claims are made ut in the loosest posible, way. In some 
cases they are not even signed by the claimant hi of 
coane, 1a this pens ayy es a ali. The doslecation of beicf 
in the correctness of the claim required to be made at the foot of 
the claim by the attesting witness is, in many instances, if not in 


most, a mere formality. It is quite idle to suppose that any very 
effective safeguard is afforded by the provision by which the per- 


son signing, either as claimant or witness, a false declaration, is 


made guilty of a misdemeanour. It would be almost hopeless 
practically to prosecute in such a case. All prosecutions for 
what may be called electoral offences are uphill undertak- 


ings. The difficulty of proving guilty know in this case 
would be extreme. Besides, who is to prosecute? No one is 
sufficiently interested in the matter. a é misdoing on one side 
in the fabrication of a false claim is likely to be matched by 
another on the other side. Who ever heard of a person being 
prosecuted under this provision, or, indeed, of any one a 
secuted for perjury before the revising barrister? It may be 

that this provision is absolutely a dead letter, unless it exercises a 
sort of in terrorem influence, the effectiveness of which we very 
much doubt. Every revising barrister knows that in cases where 
the lodger does come up, he very often fails to substantiate his 
claim, and, therefore, if the claim is to be taken as evidence in 
the sense that the revising barrister must give credit to it, 
unless regular legal evidence is given to rebut it, the consequence 
must be that, in the cases where the lodger does not put im an 
appearance, a very large number of unqualified persons 
must get on the register. Under these circumstances it is obvious 
that it is far better for the claimant to stay away than to come 
to support his claim, because it is practically i that there 
can be strict legal evidence to rebut the claim. It is a 
to summon witnesses to testify to the facts of every case. 
The result is that almost any number of claims may be worked 
up, which would not stand the test of oral examination for a 
moment. The massof people are e ignorant as to what 
the exact elements of the qualification are, except having a vague 
idea that lodgers can have votes. The persons they apply to 
for the purpose of making out a claim are, to say the least, not 
very scrupulous. Giving the superior election agents themselves 
the credit of some conscience in these matters, a great part o 
the business of attending to these ciaims must be left to their 
subordinates, whose zeal certainly does not make them too nice. 
Not unfrequently the attesting witness is one of these subordinates. 
i going so far as to say that these claims are even absolutely 
and én toto false and fraudulent, who can that a document 
so concocted is any sufficient evidence of the existence of a quali- 
fication, or that the exact dates and particulars are much con- 
sidered by the persons concocting it? The at 
mankind is that in electoral matters stricter are re- 
quired than in any others. And one is tempted to suppose that 
the British Legislature must be in its dotage if it — 
that such a machinery as is provided can afford a 

guarantee for the truth of what is stated in the claim. 


It must be remembered that a great many of the matters 
required to be alleged in connection with a Sidager slain are 


a 


En 


% 


simple matters of actual fact—such as how long a man has lodged 
in a house, or what rent he pays for un lodgings, as to 
an 


which a not very conscientious man might scruple to state 
untruth. Take the sort of cases we referred to in our ° 

article, as, for instance, when a rent is paid for farnished 

or when other advan are included in the rent, such as 
ance, firing, gas, ke. It is obvious that in estimating how 

of the lum sum is to be attributed to rent of rooms m bp 
mee 8 of scope for the formation of a convenient 
which is not to be tested by cross-examination. A man whe 
four shillings a week for farnished apartments may, whea 
mind is properly educated on the subject, form the opision 

twopence a week is quite sufficient to allow for the furniture, 
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a friend may agree with him if the matter is properly 
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to him, It may be urged that the mischief done is not very 
great ; that if a man who pays four shillings a week for unfurnished 
lodgings is a pure person tc vote, a person who pays the same 
for furnished lodgings is probably as proper fa person, cially 
when no particular yalue is exacted in the case of householders, 
But we cannot take this view. The Legislature having fixed on a 
particular qualification, proper proof of its existence ought to be 
insured, or else the law should be altered. 

A question frequently arises as to what sort of evidence 
ought to be allowed by a revising barrister by way of 
rebutting the prim4 facie evidence afforded by the claim. 
Evidence is frequently tendered by the agents of the result 
of inquiries made by their employés at the house in which 
os alaet lodgings are, of the lodger’s relations or land- 
lord. This, of course, would not be strictly legal evidence, but 
eviaing barristers are necessarily somewhat of a law unto 
th ves on the subject of the admissibility of evidence. The 
difficulty, however, is that it is practically in most cases impossible 
to weigh the prima facie evidence of the claim against the hearsay 
evidence tendered to rebut it. There is no possibility of effectively 
testing either. If the revising barrister rejects the hearsay 
evidence as not legally admissible, then he must always accept the 
claim as conclusive, and then, as we said before, why should any 
lodger ever come to prove his claim? In fact, why shoulda Sy 4eay, | 
barrister go through the farce of investigating lodger claims ? 
Why should not the | r, on making his claim in due form, be 
thereon ipso facto entitled to be placed on the list? If, on the 
other hand, the revising barrister admits such evidence, as we have 
already pointed out, there is great difficulty in weighing it against 
the claim. If it is accepted as conclusive as against the mere 
evidence afforded by the claim, practically the intention of the 
Legislature in making the claim evidence will be defeated, for we 
venture to assert most positively that in that case such evidence 
will somehow or other always be forthcoming. It is very difficult 
to find any medium course that can be taken. 

The considerations we have adduced seem to us to show that 
the ledger qualification is an objectionable one. There is an 
absence of definiteness and publicity about the conditions on which 
it - Its nature, therefore, is vague, and its existence not 
clearly or easily ascertainable. In all these respects it differs 

from the more ancient and constitutional franchise of the 
householder. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
ATTORNMENT CLAUSE IN MORTGAGES, 
(Ex parte Voisey, In re Knight, C.A., 31 W. RB. 19.) 

There are few better instances of the trouble which may be occasioned 
by an unguarded and imperfectly explained decision than He parte 
Williams (26 W. R. 274, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 138). Mo one could tell from 
the judgments in that case what it was the court mesnt to lay down. 
Many persons (and among them Bacon, V.C., in In re Stockton Iron 
Purnace Company) thought that they intended to rale that any attempt 
to create a tenancy by means of the attornment clause was a fraud on the 
bankruptcy law and void ; we always thought (and this view has received 
the high sanction of Lord Bramwell) that the true ground of the decision 
was that, under the provisions of the mortgage in question, the attorn- 
ment clause was plainly intended to come into operation only in the 
event of bankruptcy, Others, however, thought that it was intended to 
lay down the rule that the reservation of a rent very much bigher than 
the vack-rent value of the premises was a badge of fraud, This view was 
adopted by the majority of the Court of Appeal in the not very satistac- 
tory explanation of In re Williams, which they gavein In re The Stock- 
ton Iron Furnace Company (27 W. BR. 433). In the present case the court 
telterate this view. “The true principle with regard to fraudulent 
atioramente,” said Lord Justice Brett, “is to be found in the cases of 
Ka parte Williams and Hz parte Jackson. Those cases are guides to 
thie: that, where the rent reserved is so absurd that the parties never 
could have intended to pay it as 4 rent, the court will draw the inference 
that it wae not a bond fide transaction, and, there being nothing to 
countervail that inference, will decide that the whole thing was merely 





a sham, and intended to give the lender a right in case of his debtor’s 
bankruptcy. That that is so ig shown by Zn re Stockton Iron Furnace 
Company ; for, in that case, Lord Justice James, seeing that terms had 
been used which were liable to misconstruction, explained and altered 
the phraseology of the rule.” 





RETURN OF STAMP DUTY ON DISALLOWED LIQUIDATION 
PETITION, 
(Ea parte Izard, In re Moir, C.A., 30 W. R. 861.) 

It ig worth while to note this case with reference to the mode of 
obtaining back, in case of non-registration of resolutions, the heavy 
stamp required to be affixed to the resolution when presented to the 
registrar for registration, under the order of 10th August, 1871, In the 
present case, upon the presentation of the resolutions for registration, the 
proper ad valorem stamp duty was paid. Such duty amounted to £52, 
and had been paid by the trustee in bankruptcy out of his own pocket. 
Upon the registration being refused, the trustee applied to the Court of 
Bankruptey for the return of this duty, but the registrar refused th 
application. 
the registrar, and said that the proper course was to memorialize th 
Commiasioners of Stamps for the return of the duty. 








REVIEWS. 
THE CONVEYANCING ACTS. 

Tue Converanetnec Acts, 188] anp 1882, with a Commentary; Oon- 
TAINING ALSO THE SertteD Lanp Act, 1882, anp THE Marriep 
Women’s Propsrty Act, 1882, wirn Summaries. By Henny J. Hoop 
and Henry W. Cuauits, Barristers-at-Law. To which is prefixed a 


Short Treatise on the Law of Real Property in relation to Couvey- 
ancing. By Henry W. Cuatuis. Reeves & Turner, 


The authors of this bock remark very truly that their work cannot 
expect the indulgent consideration which it might reasonably have 
claimed if it had appeared before the Conveyancing Act, 1881, had been 
subjected to discussion. They haye had the benefit of the criticism 
which the Act has received, and also of the experience which 
practitioners have obtained of its working; hence a greater maturity of 
udgment and a more careful and accurate mode of treatment will be 
looked for than was to be expected in the numerous books which appeared 
before the Act came in foree. But we do not think that they need fear 
the result of the application of this more 1igoroug standard, Their 
observations on the Act seem to us to be usually jatisions, well-con- 
sidcred, and practical. Their notes are unusually free from mere 
“ padding,” and from the offensive practice of paraphrasing the sections 
to which they relate, They consist either of terse explanations of the 
law hearing on the section or of suggestions as to its meaning and effect, 
and both the explanations and suggestions appear to us to afford more 
light to the practitioner in plodding through this not too lucid Act than 
those contained in any book which has yet appeared. 

We may take as an illustration of the author's method the note to 
section 65 of the Act of 1881, relating to the famous implication in that 
section that rent incident to a reversion on a term of years can be 
barred by lapse of time :~ 

** Rent incident to the reversion on 4 term of years is not capable of 
becoming ‘barred by lapse of time’ during the continuance of the term. 
In Doe vy. Prosser (Cowp. 217) length of time was held to afford sufficient 
presumption of an ouster by one tenant in common of another ; but there 
can be no ouster of the reversioner by @ termor for years, who ia estopped 
from denying the reversioner’s title. Such ouster, if made possible by 3 & 
4 Will. 4, c. 27, #. 9, applies only in the case of renta not legs than twenty 
shillings a year, and is effected, not by mere non-payment, but b ment 
to an adverse claimant of the reversion, And although in v 
Knott (Cowp. 214) Lord Mansfield said (p, 215) that ‘there are many cases 
not within the Statate (of Limitatious] where, from a principle of quieting 
possession, the court has thought that a jory should presume anything w 
support @ length of possession,’ the phrase ‘a length of ’ seems 
hardly appropriate to describe ‘a length of timesduring whioh 9 rent bas 
not been paid,’ In the last-cited case the rent was # quit-rent, whioh is 
within the Statute of Limitations ; aot a rent incident to a reversion, which 
ia not’ 


It would be difficult to state more neatly the doctrine of which the 
framers of section 65 seem to have had so hazy a cunception, Again, 
in the note to section 17, we find an equally terse exposition of the rules 
as to consolidation, In the note to section 18, sub-section (2), the 
authors state that “ it is already, we believe, the general practice for the 
mortgagee to insist upon the exclusion of sub-sectiun (1b), whivh, takes 
jn connection with sub-section (10), authorises a mortgagor (inter 





On appeal, the Court of Appeal confirmed the decision of, 
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alia) to grant building leases at a peppercorn rent for five years, 
without necessarily inserting any stipulation for the due prosecution 
of the work. Where the character of the property renders it 
advisable that a power of leasing without the consent of the 
mortgagee should be reserved to'the mortgagor while in possession, there 
is no difficulty in inserting an appropriate power in the mortgage deed ; 
and, even if the exclusion of sub-section {1) is not insisted upon, it 
would probably be of advantage in many cases to exclude the right of 
the mortgagor to grant such building leases as are mentioned in the 
section, and to substitute a modified power; and this can apparently be 
done by virtue of sub-section (13).” The whole of the sections relating 
to the implied powers in mortgage deeds are extremely well treated, and 
although we do not always concur in the authors’ suggestions as to the 
meaning of the various provisions of the Act, we are bound to say that 
they have generally some reason to allege for their opinions, and that their 
remarks have a wholesome savour of knowledge and experience. 

The Act of the present year is naturally treated somewhat more 
briefly, but section 3, as to notice, is carefully annotated. It is diffi- 
cult in a book of this kind to foresee all the questions which may arise 
on each section, but we should have been glad of the opinion of the authors 
on one point as to the meaning of section 5 (1), as to the appointment of 
separate ets of trustees. Several points of difficulty on this section are 
noticed, but another question has already arisen as to whether the power 
given by the section is confined in its exercise to the occasion of an 
appointment of new trustees for the whole property, or whether, in case 
of a vacancy in the trusteeship, separate trustees can be appointed for 
part of the trust property, held on distinct trusts, without appointing 
new trustees for the rest of the property. We agree with the authors 
that “ it is to be regretted that the section is not more explicit.” 

Mr, Challis’s treatise on the law of real property in relation to-convey- 
ancing ie an excellent piece of work. We do not know where we can 
refer the student or the practitioner to a more clear, concise, or 
accurate summary of the fundamental principles of real property law as 
to tenure, the nature and quantum of estates, and assurances. We hope 
to return to this treatise hereafter. 

The Settled Land Act, 1882, and the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, are printed in full, and each is preceded by a useful summary of 
the provisions, 





THE LAW OF HORSES, 


Tar Law or Horses, rropupme tae Law or HorsekeePers, VETERIN- 
ary Surcerons, &c., anp or Huntine, Ractnc, Wacers, AnD GaMine, 
By @G@. H. H. Onrpranrt, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. By 
Crement Exramsrone Lioyrp, Barrister-at-Law. H. Sweet. 


Oliphant has long held its place as the standard book on horso law, 
and it well deserved this position, As it was left by its author, it was a 
singularly acevrate, sensible, and complete treatise, written by a man who 
thoroughly understood his subject, and spared no pains to include all the 
information it was possible to obtain. Mr. Lloyd seems to us to have 
edited this edition, on the whole, carefully and satisfactorily, so far as 
reported decisions go. But we miss additions to the unreported cases of 
which so suany were cited by Mr. Oliphant. There are cases reported in 
the Times, which never appear in the current series of legal reports, 
which are of great value to horse dealers and to legal practitioners—for 
instance, the case of Young v. Prime, tried before Manisty, J., and a 
special jury on the 22nd of June last, in which the meaning of a warranty 
of a horse as “ practically sound” was discussed, and the case of Temple 
v. Goodman, tried before Pollock, B., and a special jury in last May, in 
which the question arose whether, where a man buys a pair of horses, they 
are sold and bought as one thing for which there is one price and one con- 
tract, or whether there is aseparate contract for each horse, Both these 
cases were decided after the present edition was in print, but there must 
have been numerous similarly important unreported cases in the interval 
between the last edition and the present. Oliphant has always appeared to 
us to be singularly meagre as to the different kinds of warranty, and in 
the present edition we find but two pages devoted to the description of 
general, special, limited, and qualities warranties. The practical steps 
to be taken to enforce a warranty are also inadequately treated. There 
is @ great deal more to be said on this subject than is contained in these 

es, aa Mr. TJoyd will find if he turns to Mr, Lascolles’ excellent 
ittle practical book on this aubject. We have ventured to suggest 
points on which the work may be improved in the next edition, but we 
do not mean to suggest that Mr. Lioyd has not edited the present 
edition with care. We think he has bestowed considerable pains upon 
it, and that the book will retain its position as the best on its subject. 





CHITTY'S STATUTES, 

Tus Srarures or Pracrroan Urry m ree Orv ann. Ormonan 
Apminiernation oy Jvuetion, Passnn 45 & 46 Vior, (1882), Alpha- 
betically arranged, with Notes thereon, and a copious Index. By J. M. 
Luy, Eeq., Barrieter-at-Law, H, Sweet, 


Out of the eighty-two statutes whioh havo received the Royal Assent 





—_— 


this year, Mr. Lely has chosen forty-six as statutes of practical utility, 
and he has arranged these according to their subjects, with annotations. 
The notes are always useful, and in the case of many Acts——as, for instance, 
the Municipal Corporations Act—singularly complete. The Bills of 
Exchange Act is also very well annotated, and the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Act is made intelligible by the full explanations afforded in 
the notes. The Solicitors’ Remuneration Order and the New Trade- 
Marks Rules are given at the end of the volume. Anyone who desires 
to obtain a clear idea of the effect of the legislation of the year cannot 
take a better course than to obtain this work. 





COSTS. 


A Treatise on THE Law or Costs iv THE CHaycery Division OF THE 
Hieu Coort or Justice, sgInG THE Szconp Epirion oF Morcan axp 
Davey’s Costs in Cuancery, &c. By the Right Hon. Gzrorcz 
Ossorne Morean, Q.C., M.P., Her Majesty’s Judge Advocate- 
General, and Epwarp Aubert Worrzsvrc, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons. 


It would be superfluous to say anything as to the value of Morgan and 
Davey. The present book is necessarily not so much 9 new edition as a 
new work, and we think, as the result of our examination, that it is 
worthy of its predecessor. It is well arranged, accurate, and terse. We 
have not looked in vain for any rule of court or any decision upon costs, 
and the effect of the decisions is very well given. Appendix 3 contains 
a large variety of precedents of costs, some of which we have tested with 
satisfactory results. The index is full and convenient, and we may 
commend the work to our readers as the standard authority on the 
subject. ; 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE OPTION TO CHOOSE YOUR JUDGE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The “Q. C.’s Clerk” who writes a letter under the above 
heading may be interested in the result of an experiment, similar to that 
suggested by him, which was tried in Ireland about thirty years ago. 

The old privilege of issuing his writ out of whichever common law court 
he pleased was taken away from the plaintiff, and it was enacted that 
the writs should be issued from the three courts according to a rota. 
The result was that a plaintiff, who for any reason wished his cause 
tried in (say) the Exchequer, but found on inquiry that it was the turn 
of (say) the Queen’s Bench, atraightway purchased a writ, or writs (as 
the case might be) in fictitious actions sufficient to bring the rofa round 
to the point he desired, and then, having obtained the court he wanted 
for the veritable action, quietly discontinued the others at no cost greater 
than the 5s, (or 2s. 6d. I think) per writ. 

I do uot know what newer arrangements may have since been made, 
but that was practically the outcome, in this particular, of the practice 
introduced by “ Whiteside’s Act.” 2c 





THE REMUNERATION ORDER, 
[To the Bditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In your issue of the 11th inst, you print a letter 
“W,. A. L.” on the subject of the Remuneration Order, and, in a 
note, you express surprise that the exclusion of cases under the 
of the Lands Clauses Act from the operation of the ad valorem 
should have owed its origin to the action of the 
porated Law Society, and in your issue of the 18th 
action as “ a blunder.” No doubt in large sales 
companies and public bodies this exception may 
interests of the vendor’s solicitor ; but I think that a little 
will enable you to see that there is another side to the 
on the whole, it is better that these cases should be 
operation of the scale. 

The sales in these cases being a the vendor's solicitor has 
no power of limiting the length of title to be deduced nor 
special stipulations to meet difficulties which may be incidental to it, but 
there has always hitherto been a good practical check upon the parchasers, 
inasmuch as, under the Act, they are ws all 


to 
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they may cause, whether needfully or otherwise, ta 
great extent, be removed if the vendor's solicitor were by law 
to aceept his remuneration to the scale, and in small cages, 


which are numerous under the Act, the hardship would be beg ong 
As an example, take the latest case which has come into my 

the Remuneration Order was published. I am concerned for 

for life of al settled estate through a part of which a railway is about 

to be made, @ Jooal agent to the estate ha with 

the company’s surveyor at £220, so that, under 


the 
tion would be £5. Now, to showa forty years’ title to the property sold 
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an abstract of from 100 to 150 sheets would be required. As matters 
now stand nothing like this has been called for by the company’s solici- 
tors; still they have sent me in four brief sheets of requisitions, and a 
draft conveyance of about eighty folios. I leave you to judge how far 
£5 would be a fair remuneration for my trouble in this case. 

November 18. H.R. 


[See observations under the head of “ Current Topics.”—-Ep. S.J] 





THE SETTLED LAND ACT, 1882, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—In your comments on this Act will you confer a favour on 
stewards of manors by dealing with the following points ?— 

The lord of a manor is tenant for life under a will in operation before 
the Act, containing limitations to trustees to preserve contingent 
remainders, but no power of sale. 

Can the lord enfranchise copyholds under this Act; to whom is notice 
to be given, and who can give a receipt for the purchase-money ? 

A Srewarp. 

[We are greatly obliged by our correspondent’s suggestion, and propose 
to deal with this matter, together with other points which have arisen in 
practice, at the conclusion of our articles on the Act.—Ep_ S. J.] 





OFF BEER LICENCE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—This morning before a bench of magistrates sitting at the Town 
Hall, Nottingham, I defended a provision dealer, who, possessing a 
license for the sale of deer off, was summoned for keeping his house open 
for the sale of beer daring prohibited hours, After the hearing of the 
ease the bench decided that no sale within the meaning of the Act had 
taken place, but judgment was reserved upon a point of law as to 
“ whether a holder of an off beer license is entitled to keep his premises 
open for the sale of provisions during hours when he is prohibited from 
eelling beer ?”’ 

I shall be glad to hear the opinion of any of your readers upon this 
point. B. H. Cockayne. 

8 and 12, Fietcher-gate, Nottingham, November 22. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Casu usper Contro. or Court—Investment—23 & 24 Vict. c. 38,8, 
10—Gewerat Onpver or Court or Cuancery, Fepruary 1, 1861, r 1— 
Lanps Crauses Consotipation Act, 1845, 8. 70.—In a case of Ex parte St, 
John’s Coliegs, Oxford, b2fore the Court of Appeal on the 16th inst., the 
question,’ often discussed before, arose again, whether money paid into 
court under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, is cash ‘‘ under the 
control of the court”’ within the meaning of the Act 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, s. 
10, acd the General Order of the Court of Chancery of February 1, 1861, and 
whether, therefore, it can be invested in the securities mentioned in that Act 
and Order, or whether it can only be invested in the particular securities 
specified in the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act. The question arose in the 
recent case of Ex parte The Vicar of Wigton (L. R. 18 Ch. D. 646, 25 
Sonicrrors’ JouRNaL, 778), and there Fry, J., held that money so paid 
imto court could be invested only in the securities specified in the Lands 
Clanses Consolidation Act. In so deciding he professed to follow the decision 
of Lord SAborne when sitting for Lord Romilly, M.R., in In re Boyd's Settled 
Estates (21 W. B. 667), by which he said he was bound, because, though Lord 
Selborne was only exercising » primary jurisdiction, still the decision was 
2 Lord Chancellor. Ia Ez parte St. John's College, Hall, V.C., felt 
bound by the tego decisions, and, therefore, directed a sum of 
which had ret we into court under the Lands Clauses 
be invested in s, instead of in India Three-and-half per Cent. 
by the petitioners, but his lordship expressed a wish that 
taken tothe Court of Appesl. The Court of Appeal 
&., ond Cortom, L.J.) reversed the decision, and ordered the money 
invested in the way which the petitioners desired. Jesset, M.R., thought 
expression, “cash ucder the control of the court,” in section 10 
24 Vict. ¢. 38, must mean cash in court and nothing else. That 
Lord Coancellor, with the advice of other jadges, t+ make 
time as to the investment of cash under the control of 
» ke., or in euch other stocks or secarities as he, with such 
ink fit, and then it went on to sey that it should be lawful 
llor to make euch orders as he might deem proper for the 
consoles then ee orwhich might thereafter stand, in 
the name of a t-G | in trast io any cause or matter into 
such «ther stocks or securities upon which, by any such eral order, cash 
under the control of the court wight be invested. Jf the coart could thus 
convert ony consols standing inthe name of the Accountant-General in trust 
in py couse ot matter, it would be extraordinary if it could not order the 
invesment in the same way of cash » anding in the name of the Account- 
in trast in caone or matter, Corton, L.J., added that it was 

plain that in Inve Boyd's Settled Estates Lord Selborne intended only to 
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follow the last decision on the point of Lord Rozilly, in whose court he was 
then sittiog, though he appeared to have been mistaken about that decision. 
Therefore, the court were now free to decide according to their own view of 
the true interpretation of the Act.—Soxtcrrors, Philpot & Son ; Burchelis. 





Bayxruprcy Petition—Petitioninc Crepiror’s Dept—‘' LiquipaTED 
Scum "—Deravtter on Stock ExcoancE—D1F FERENCES FIXED BY OFFICIAL 
AssicnzE—Banxrouptcy Act, 1869, s. 6.~In a case of Ex parte Ward, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 17th inst., a question arose as to the 
sufficiency of the debt claimed by a petitioning creditor to sapport a bank- 
raptey petition—viz., whether the alleged debt was, as section 6 of the 
Bankraptcy Act, 1869, requires, ‘a liquidated sum dae at law or in png 
The alleged debtor was a stock and share broker, who was a member of 
the London Stock Exchange. The petitioning creditors were stock and 
ehare dealers, and also members of the Stock Exchange. In their petition 
they alleged that the broker was indebted to them in the sum of £5,623, 
which they described as “ the amount of loss sustained by them by reason 
of his not fulfilling bis contracts with them in respect of certain shares in 
ihe Quartz Hill Consolidated Gold Mining Company (Limited), sold by them 
to him in October and November, 1881.” The 28th of December, 1881, waa 
fixed by the Committee of the Stock Exchange as the special settling day 
for transactions in the shares of this company. On the 30th of December 
the broker was declared a defaulter on the Stock Exchange, and on the same 
day the official assignes of that body closed all his transactions, in acoordancs 
with the roles of the Stock Exchange. The amount of differences thus 
fixed as due by the broker to the petitioners was £5,623, Rale 170 of the 
Stock Exchange Rales provides that :—‘' In every case of failure the official 
assignee shall publicly fix the prices current in the market immediately 
before the declaration (of default), at which prices all persons having 
accounts open with the defaalter shall close their transactions by baying 
of or selling to him such stocks, shares, or other securities as he may have 
contracted to take or deliver, the differences arising from the defaulter’s 
transactions being paid to or claimed from the official assignee.” It was 
contended that the amount of differences fixed by the Stock Exchange 
assignee as payakle by the broker was fixed only for the purpose of the 
Steck Exchange distribution, and that the demand of the petitioners 
was only for unliquidated damages for breach of contract, and could 
not, _ therefore, under section 6, sapporf a bankraptoy petition. 
Mr. Registrar Pepys made the adjudication, and his decision was 
efirmed by the Court of Appeal (Jesser, M.R., Corron, L.J., and 
Sir J. Hannen). Jesset, M.R.,-said that the only question was whether 
the demand of the respondents was a liquidated demand for a debt. By 
the rules of the Stock Exchange, which were binding oa both parties, a mode 
was provided for ascertaining the amount due from a purchaser when 
he became a defaultor. That rule was imported into all contracts between 
members of the Stock Exchavge; it introduced a modification of the 
words of the contract which must be considered as imported into it. The 
contract must be read as saying that it was to be completed on the settling 
day, provided that, if the purchaser became a defaulter, the amount payable 
by bim was to be ascertained as provided by rule 170. To that extent an 
alteration was made in the wording of the contract. If that was so, there 
seemed to be no foundation for the argument thet the settlement was 
limited to ascertaining the amount to be paid to or claimed from the Stock 
Exchange assignee, It was a settlement for all Stock Exchange purposes, 
and this was the mode in which the liability was ascertained. The 


demand was liqnidated. Corton, L.J., said that role 170 really altered — 


the original contract, and substituted a new contract, aud the amouat of 
the liability was thus ascertained. It was said that this was only for the 
purposes of the Stosk Exchange, and particularly for the purpose of the 
domestic distribution of the house fand. Bat the differance once ascertained 
was the difference for all purposes, though the rale only provided for ita 
payment out of a particular fond. His lordship was of opinion that this 
was 8 demand for a liquidated sum. Sir J. HaNNeNn concurred. 

Leave was asked to appeal to the House of Lords, bat the court refused 
to grant it. Jessen, M.R., said that the court were intrusted with a discre- 
tion as to giving thie leave, and ongbt to refuse to give it when they were 
quite clear that their decision was right,—Sozicitors, G. H. Carthew ; 
Travers Smith, & Braithwaite. 


ApsupicaTion oF BaskrurTcy—APPLICATION TO ANNUL AFTER EXPiRA- 
TIon OF Time vor ArpeaALINc—Banxruptcy Act, 1869, s, 10—BANK- 
rnortcy Rugs, 1870, 8. 143—Orxp. 58, ue. 9,15—Prorecrion or Truster.— 
In a cise of Ex parte Geisel, before the Court of Appeal on the 17th inst., 
the question was raised whether an application to annul an adjudication of 
bankruptcy can be made after the expiration of the tine limited for appealiog 
from the order of adjadioation, Section 10 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
provides that the ;roduction of a copy of the Gazette containing the order of 
adjudication ‘‘shall be conclusive in all legal proceedings of the debtor 
having been daly adjudged a bankrurt, and of the da‘e of the adjudica- 
tion.” In the present care an adjudication was mate against a debtor on 
the Ist of Jane, 1882, the act of bankruptcy being that he, with intent to 
defeat and delay his creditors, bad departed from his dwelling-bouse, or other- 
wice absented himself, since the 27th of November, 1881. Oa the 18th of 
July, 1882, the Probate Division granted probate of a will exeouted by the 
bankrupt, upon evidence which satisfied the jadge that he must be presumed 
to have been dcad on and since the 12th of November, 1881. This order was 
obtained by the executors ex parte, ‘T'ne exeoutors then applied to the Court 
of Bankruptcy to annul the adjudication, on the ground that the baukropt was 
dead at the time whenit was made, and when the act of bankraptcy was 
to have been committed. The registrar refused the sppliealian, but it was 
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ranted by the Court of Appeal (Jessen, M.R., Corroy, L.J., and Sir James 

ANNEN). In opposition to the appeal reliance was placed on section 10, and 
on Fx parte Johnson (27'W. R, 804, L, R, 12 Ch. D, 905), and Ex parte Lea- 
yoyd (27 W. R. 277, L. R. 10 Cb. D. 3), «8 showing that, #fter the expiration 
of the time limited for appealing, an order cf adjutication is good against al! 
the world. And the decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Brown (22 
W. R. 602, L. R. 9 Ch, 304) was referred to as showing that the court will 
not entertain an application to re-hear a case after the expiration of the time 
limited for appealing from the order made. Jzssex, M.R., said that if the 
arguntent as t> section 10 was c-rrect, the order vf adjudication would be 
conclusive, even if it was reversed on appeal. And his lordship-said that in 
Fr parte Brown the court did not lay down any absolute limit of time 
for an application to re-hesr; they only said that as a gen:ral rule they 
would adhere to the limit of twenty-one daye. In the present case his lordship 
was pot satisfied that the man was alive at the time when he was alleged to 
have absent d himself; it was not necessary to prove that be was dea’. 
Corron, L.J., said that section 10 did not apply to an application to 
annul or question an adjudication. The only difficulty was as to the expiration 
cf thetwenty-on> days. But'it was expressly decided by the Court of Appeal 
in Ex parte Tucher (L. R. 12 Cb. D. 308), that, notwithstanding the expira- 
tion of the twenty-one days, the court had jurisdiction, at the instance of a 
third person who was aggrieved by an adjudication, to extend tke time for appeal- 
i'g from the order of adjudication. The only question, therefore, was 
whether, under the circumstances, the execotors ought to be allowed to ques- 
tion the adjudication. On the evidence it appeared to his lordship the pre- 
sumption was that the debtor was deal, at any rate, when the petition was 
presented. Sir James HANNEN concurred, The court accordingly annulled 
the aijudication, but they directed that all costs and charges of the trustee 
and of other parties properly incurred should be allowed by the executors out 
of the estate, end thet the executors should confirm all acts properly done by 
the trustee. —Soticitors, W. G. Morris ; Hatchett-Jones, & Letcher ; Palmer 
& Smith, 





Proor In BANKRUPTCY—PROOF TENDERED AT First Meetinc—Rerosau 
oF REGISTRAR TO ADsJOURN—RiGaT OF APPEAL—JuDIcIAL Discretion. — 
In a case of Ex parte Mark, before the Court of Appeal on the 17:h inst., 
the question was raised wheth-r there is any right of appeal from the refusal 
of the registrar to adjourn for further investigation a proof tendered at the first 
meeting of the creditors ina bankruptcy. At the first meeting of the creditors 
a proof was tendered by the trustees of a marriage settlement executed by the 
bankrupt on his marriage, shortly before he committed the act of bankruptcy 
on which the adjudication was made, with a lady who had lived with bim for 
some years as bis housekeeper. The proof was tendered in respect of a 
promissory note which he had executed in favour of the lady some years 
before the marriage, and which had been included in the settlement as prop- 
erty belonging to ber. One of the creditors opposed the admission of the 
proof, on the ground that the circumstances were very suspicious, and urged 
the registrar to adjourn it for further investigation. This the registrar re- 
fased to do, but admitted the proof at once, and by aid of it the appointment 
was catried of a trustee who was nominated on behalfof the bankrupt. Bat 
for the vote of the trustees of the settlement a person who was nominated on 
on behalf of the opposing creditor would have been chosen as trustee. The 
opposing creditor appealed, and asked to have the certificate of the appointment 
of the trustee cancelled. The Court of Appeal (Jesset, M.R., Corton, L.J., 
and Sir James Hannen) affirmed the registrar’s decision, JEssEt, M.R., 
said that the complaint of the appellant was, not that he had any valid legal 
objection to the proof, but that the circumstances surrounding it were so 
suspicious that the registrar, in the exercise of his judicial discretion, ought 
not to have admitted it at the first meeting. So far as his lordship knew, 
there had never been such an appeal before, It was an appeal agaiast the 
exercise of judicial discretion in not postponing the admission of the proof. 
If ever there was a case for the exercise of judicial discretion it was on such a 

uestion as postponing the admission of a proof on the ground of suspicion. 

t was still open to the appellant to apply to have the proof expunged ; 
there was no final decision as to its validity. The mere fact that the 
proof would carry the choice of trustee against the wishes of the majority of 
the other creditors was not sufficient to justify the registrar in refusing to 
admit it becanse there were suspicious circumstances, Corron, [..J., would 
not say that under nociroumstances the court would review the decision of 
the registrar in refusing to postpone the admission of a proof, it was enough to 
say that it would not do so unless there was very strong evidence, If a creditor 
had a debt which was properly proveable, the admission of his proof at the 
first meeting ought not to be postponed simply because it was known that he 
would vote contrary to the wishes of the other creditors. Sir James Hannan 
cuncurred, Jesset, M.R., added that he agreed with Cotton, L.J., that an 
appeal would lie, subject to the observations he had already made,—Soxtcrrors, 
Munns & Longden ; Lumley & Lumley; W. H, Roberta. 


Venpox AND Porcuaser—Misteapina OConpition or Satr—Looarrep 
Tirtn—T!TLB COMMENCING WITH VOLUNTARY ConveYance.—Ia a case of 
Marsh vy. Evri Granville, before Fry, J., on the 20th inst., the question aros: 
whetber a condition in a contract for the sale of real estate, that the purchaser 
should accept a title commencing within forty years, was, under the ciroum- 
stances, binding ou.the purchaser, The contract for sale (of freehold and 
leasehold property) was dated the 16th of March, 1882, and it provided that, as 
to the freevold portion of the property, the title should commence with an 
indenture dated the 18th of October, 1845, and made between H. Gawler of 
the one part, and F. J. Courtenay and EK, Harrison of the other part, and 
that the earlier tithe, whether appearing by recital, covenant for production, 
or otLerwis:, or not appear ng at all, should not be investigated or o ony he 
the 21st 





of May, 1879, of M. H, Marsh, who died on the 26th of Janaarv, 1881. 
From the abstract farnished by the ven iors to the purchaser it appeared that 
the deed of the 18th of October, 1845, was an absolate conveyancs by Gawler 
to Courtenay and Harrison of certain freehold and leasehold properties, apon 
trust for Gawler during his life, and after bis death on trust to sell, and to 
hold the proc*eds of sile on the trusts declared thereof by another deed of even 
date between the same parties, The deed contained a power for Gawler to 
revoke all or any of the trusts declared of the property, and to declare other 
trusts. The deed was a voluntary one, except so far as a consi leration wis 
imported by reason of the liability which the trustees incurred ia relation t> 
the leasehold property. Gawler died on the 15th of August, 1852, and on the 
I1th of June, 1858, the trustees conveyed the property for value to Marsh. 
The enjoyment of the property had been in ec:ordance with the title shown. 
The purchaser objected that the conveyance of the 18th of October, 1845, was 
not a good root cf title, and that a good forty years’ titls must be deduced. 
The vendors insisted on the condition limiting the length of the title, and a 
summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, was taken out by 
the vendors to determine whether the purchaser was precluded by the contract 
from insisting on bis requisition. Far, J., held that the porchaser was 
entitled to repudiate the contract, unless the vendors were willing to give him 
a forty years’ title. His lordship said that the purchaser's right was only 
to repudiate the contract, though, of course, he could im & con- 
dition upon which he would abstain from doiog so. A vendor who desired to 
limit in any way the right of a purchaser mast do so by an explicit aad plain 
condition. He must tell the truth, and all the truth relevant to the matter in 
ban?, He knew the title, and the purchaser did not, and this pluced oa him 
the burden of being very explicit. The conditions were the only materials 
which the purchaser had for deliberation before he He knew 
what the vendor told him and nothing more. The vendor ought to tell him 
everything which was likely to influence his mind. The deed of 1845 was a 
peculiar one. If it was not voluntary, that was only because it compri 
some leaseholds, according to the decision in Price v. Jenkins (L. R. 5 D. 
619). The deed, moreover, contained an express power of revocation by the 
grantor. It was not a dealing between parties at arm’s length. The vendors 
ought to have done something more than they did. They should have 
indicated to the purchaser the general nature of the instrumeat. This might 
have influenced him. If he thought there was a dealing between parties at 
arm’s length he might have been induced to take a title shorter than forty 
year, which he might not have done if he had known tha real nature of the 
deed. Though there was no intention to deceive, the condition was not an 
adequate and fair one, and the purchaser was not bound by the contract.— 
Soxicirors, 4. J. Murray; R. M. & F. Lowe. 


SetrLep Estate—Tenant Fork Lire—Trustre—Powee or Leasinc— 
AGREEMENT For Buicpine Leass—Spsciric Perrormance—Sstriep Lanp 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c 38), s. 2, sus-section 5; ss. 12, 60.—Ie ths cas? 
of Davis v. Harford, before Chitty, J., on the 15th and 16th ins’s., a question 
arose as to whether the trustees of a settled estates had power t> execute a 
building lease in pursaance of an agreement entered into with the plaiutiff by 
the tenant for life in possession in exerc'se of a power of leasing contained ia 
the settlor’s will. It appeared that the tenant for life having died sn t been 
succeeded by an iofant tenant ia tail, the trastees declined to grant the lease, 
on the ground that the power was to be exercised in the discretion of the par- 
ticular person exercising it, and that by adopting the agreement it might be 
said that they were acting on the ¢iscretion of another It was 
admitted that the agreement was both withia the terms of the power, and had 
been carried out by the plaint ff. Daring the course of the argument it was 
stated that the present question could not arise after the end of the current 
year, when the Settled Land Act, 1882, would come iuto force, bat te i 
was replied that there were powers, in the exercise of which a like di 
might occur, and which the Act would not assist. Currry, J. 
power of leasing had been equitably exercised, and a'l persons 
the settlement were bound. The trustees, therefore, who bad 
the legal estate, and who could give legal effect to the contract, 
grant the lease, If the agreement had been fur a lease unauthorizel 
power, the trustees might have properly declined to execate the lease, 
this was not the case, they mast execute the leave, and judgment would 
specific performance with costs.—Sotrcrtors, Merediths, Roberts, ¢ Mills, 
Osborne, Ward, Vassaill, § Co., Bristol. 


Lecacr— Precatory Worps--Mararen Woman— Separate Use — 
Covenant TO seTTLe AFTSR-aCQuIRED Proprrry.—Ia the case of Jn te 
Alinutt, deceased, Potts v. Brassey, before Chitty, J., on the 16th inst., qaes- 
tions were raised as to whether legacies to a married woman were 
and therefore bound by a covenant in her marriage settlement 
acquired property. It appeared that the testator bequeathed 
personalty upon trast for his wife and his daughter, 
vivor of them for their separate use, but recommended them to 
bequest in charity, at the same time declaring that the recommendation 
“ precatory only, not imposing on bis said wile and daughter, or 
at apy time, any legal or equitable obligation, condition, trast, 
whatsoever, or interfering with them or her fall and absolate right 
io relation thereto.” Te testator also bequeathed to Lady Brassey 
£1,000 ‘to enable her to purchase geome memento in remembrance of 
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Ry the settlement made upon her marriage Lad to bring 
into settlement any pen she might daring p Brew n to. entitled to by 
descent, devise, or bequest of the vatue of £500 and upwends. The testater's 
residuary personal estate was very considerable, and Lady Brassey and her 
husband were desirous of yr ey 8 oa charitable obj Carrrr, J., said 
that it was quite clear that [dy Brassey took both tes absolutely and 
without being, in any way, bowad by any obligation te carry out the resem- 
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menéation and wish expressed hy the testator. Nor was there. notwith- 
standing the decision in Jn re Mainwaring’s Settlement (14 W. RB. 886, L R. 
2 Eq. 487) (which his lordship disapproved of), anything in the ex; ressions 
used by the testatcr which took either of the legacies outside of the opera- 
tion of the covenant in the settlement. This being se, the two legacies were 
boend by, and most be settled in accordance with, the coverant.—Sovicitors, 
Norton, Rose, Norton, &: Brewer, 





Reeowtrer Counrr—Non-REGISTRATION—PRioRITY—SEPARATE EstaTzE.— 
In the case of Punchard v. Tomkins, before Chitty, J., on the 21st inst., 
the plaintiffs having obtained a receiver over leasehold property in Middlesex, 
by virtue of a ch under an instrument dated May 29, 1880, and duly 
registered in Mi by which a married lady “charged her separate 
—— ” with a debt due irr her + ipa to the Leaner a Pde to be let 
into possession was presented by the prior mortgageeg of the lady’s property, 
whose deed of mortgage bad not, however, been registered. Garters” J. said 
that the petitioners were entitled to priority, notwithstanding the non-regis- 
tra‘ion of their deed. The instrument of May 29, 1880, could unly operate 
on the property which the married lady could, at its date, rightfu'ly charge 
--Soricirors, Shum, Crossman, § Co. ; Debenham. 





Torr wor coNrmnumse CavsE or AcTion—EstTorrpEL BY JOCDGMENT 
OBTAINED BY PREvious AcTion,—Ia the case of Clarke v. Yorke, before 
Pearson, J., on the 14th inst., the question to be decided was whether the 
plaintiff, who had taken a lease of a tarm from the defendant upon the faith 
of an advertisement describing the premises as thoroughly drained, and who 
in 1880 bad recovered £50 damages in the county court for wrongfal descrip- 
tion, could now brieg a fresh action for damages accrued in respect of such 
imperfect drainage since the judgment in the action in the county court. 
Pgarsox, J., was of opinion that the plaintiff could not bring a fresh action 
for damages accrued since the datz of the jadgment which he obtained in the 
ccunty court, because his right of action is exhausted. This was not like 
eases of successive breaches of contract, where a fresh cause of action arises 
upon each breach. Here the cause of action ig (as it was in the county 
coart) the misrepresentation contained in the advertisement.—Soxicitors, 
Peacock & Goddard, fx G. W. Haines; Badham & Williams, for Brooks § 
Badhan. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES. 


Hicx Covet or Jusrice.—Queen’s Bexcn Drvition. 
(Before Desmax and Masisty, JJ.) 
Nov. 20.—In the Matter of Mr. A. 8. Jonas, Solicitor. 

This was an application made by Mr. G. H. Whalley, calling upon Mr. 
A. 8. Joma, solicitor, to show cause why he should not answer certain 
afidavite, or why he should not be struck off the rolls, one allegation being 
that the latter bad induced the former to sign certaia bills of exchange with the 


pr 

The Attorney-General, Serjeant Ballantine, and Sidney Woolf appeared as 
counsel for Mr. Jonas; Wills, Q.C., and Hollams, attended on bebalf of the 

Incorporated Law Society ; and Mr. Whalley was unrepresented. 
™ Mr. Jouss totally denied the charges made against biw, and in the result 
fom yma upon him to show cause was discharged, with costs to him 
Wills aid the Law Society had been most unnecessarily 
to imtervene, and be asked for costs to bis clients also i Mr. 
cate amas th iy only incredible = ie ~ 
degree contradictory. Although there was no precedent e 
Lao Society being allowed their ecsts in such an applicetion, it was in the 
power of the court to accede to the request.—Their lordships gave costs to the 

Incorporsted Law Society as weil as to Mr. Jonas.—Daily News, 


(Sittings in Banc before Fiat and Sreruex, JJ.) 
Nov. 17.—Reg. v. Nicholls and Seaman. 
the prosecution taken up by the Public Prosecutor against 
his solicitor upon various charges, on which on been 
take their trial at the Central inal Court. is was an 


i 


{ 
li 
iH 
1 
h 
4 
ee 
fi: 


§ 
HH 
Fe 


ga 
; 


$ 
N 
t 
$ 
¥ 


: a6 the Central Criminal Coort fally eq 
to special Sorore at Weatraineter. It was urged that the solicivor might fairl 
tha te teled rt hia —_ or equals, bot Brornes, J., observed th 
thie «lanes ia the € (which was of very doubtfal lication to 
trial bat » in the course A ages, through the ¢ 
hat rather cbaolese, ot not of very practical application, 
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The Covrt came to the conclusion that thrre were no grounds for the applica. 
tion to remove the ease into this court. There was nothing to show that tle 
case would not be fairly tried at the Central Criminal Court, and to remove it 
on the mere suggestion that it could not be so tried would be an unjust im. 
putation on the jurors. It was necessary to make out, in order to support 
such an ppariegs that there was reason to believe that there could not be 
a fair trial at the Central Criminal Court, and this was not shown. It was 
added by Srepnen, J., that the case was certainly one of considerable gravity 
and importance, and probabl on that account would be put into the judge’s 
list at the Central Criminal Court.— Times. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Lucas Temp. Cospoxp, solicitor (of the firm of Cobbold, Sons, & 
Rouse), of Ipswich and Harwich, has been appointed Clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Taxes for the Borough of Ipswich, and for the Hundreds of 
Colneis and Samford. Mr. Cobbold was admitted a solicitor in 1879. 

Mr. Joun Knox WeaTHERHEAD, solicitor, of Berwick-upon-Tweed, has 
been appointed Under-Sheriff for the Town and Uounty of the Town of 
Berwick-upon-Tweed for the ensuing year. Mr. Weatherhead was admitted 
a solicitor in 1873, He is in partnership with Mr. Samuel Sanderson, who 
is registrar of the Berwick County Court, and clerk of the peace for 
Berwick-upon-T weed, and for the county of Northumberland. 


Mr. Tuomas BrappELt, Attorney-General of the Straits Settlements, 
hag been created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. George. 
Mr. Braddell was called to the bar at Gray’s-ion in Trinity Term, 1862, 
having previously held the office of Assistant Police Magistrate, Coroner, 
and Commissioner of the Court of Reguests at Malacca. He was Crown 
Counsel for the Straits Settlements from 1864 till 1867, when he was 
appointed Attorney-General. He is also a member of the Exeontive and 
Legislative Councils. 

Mr. Srmzon Jacoss, barrister, has been created a Companion of the Order 
of St. Michael and St, George. Mr. Jacobs was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1852, He was for several years 
Attorney-General at the Cape of Good Hope, and he was till recently a 
puisne judge of the Sapreme Conrt of the Cape Colony, 

Mr. Witt1am Barr Danny, solicitor, of Lincoln, hes been appointed 
Clerk to the Lincoln Court of Sewere, to aot jointly with bis father, Mr. 
Jobn William Danby. Mr. W. B. Danby was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Fraeperick Watter Denny, solicitor, of Newéastle-upon-Tyne, has 
been sppointed Under-Sheriff of that city for the ensuing year. Mr. Dendy 
was admitted a solicitor in 1871. 

Mr. Wittiam Heney Campsett Satmoy, solicitor, of Worcester, has 
been appointed Under-Sheriff of that city for the ensuing year. Mr. Salmon 
was admitted a solicitor in 1869. 

Mr. Artauz Evwarp Wazp, solicitor, of Exeter, has been sppointed 
Under-Sheriff of thas city for the ensuing year, Mr. Ward was admitted 
a solicitor in 1875, 

Mr. Henry Morten Turner, solicitor, of Watford, has been appointed 
Registrar of the Watford County Court (Cironit No, 37), in succession to 
his partner, the late Mr, John Sedgwick, Mr. Tarner was admitted a. 
solicitor in 1865, 

The Right Hon. Geonrczg Joun Suaw Lerevat, barrister, M.P., has been 
elected a Bencher of the Inner Temple, 

Mr. Jous Denis Brookes Trenvieip, solicitor, of Chipping Sodbury, 
has been elected Bailiff of the Borough of Chipping Sodbury for the ensu ing 
year, Mr, Treofield is the son of Mr, John Trenfield, solicitor, clerk to the 
county magistrates and Commissioners of Taxes at Chipping Sodbury, He was 
sdmitted « solicitor in 1860, and he is registrar of the Obipping Sodbary 
County Coart, 

Mr, Epwim Laveracn, solicitor, of Hull, has been appointed Under. 
Sheriff of the Town and County of the Town of Kingston -cpeeelp.al) for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Laverack was admitted a solicitor in 1870, 

Mr. Cectt Epwarp Kixgsronn, solicitor (of the firm of Wightwick & 
Kingsford), of Canterbury, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of thas city for 
the ensuing year, Mr. Kingsford was admitted a solicitor in 187 8, 

Sir Rorert Atyaxp Kerrix, jadge of county courts, has been elected « 
Bencher of the Middle Temple, 


LEGAL MAYORS. 


Mr, Ronext Ivon Panny, solicitor, of Pwllheli, has beon elocted Mayor of 
that borough for the ensuing year. Mr. Parry wag admitted « sol in 
1877. 

Mr, Atyavy Jouw Kuany, solicitor (of the firm of Keary, Stokes, & 
Goldaey), of Obippenham, has been elected Mayor of that borough for the 
ensuing year. M , Keary was admitted a solicitor in 1657, He is clerk to 
the county magistrates, and tothe Commissioners of Taxes, and the deputy: 
lieatenants, 

Mr, Guonon Munxnovee Witson, solicitor, of Salisbury and Wilton, has 
been elected Mayor of the Borough of Wilton for the ensuing year, Mr. 
Wilson is the son of Mr, Richard Munkhouse Wilon, solicitor, registrar of 





the Salisbury Couoty Court, and one of the coroners tor Wiltshire, He was 
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admitted a solicitor in 1876, and he is clerk to the Wilton Board of Guardians, 
and superiotendent registrar for the district. 


Mr. Witt1aM Tuomas PaGg, solicitor (of the firm of Fox & Page), of 2, 
Serle-street, and of Lincoln and Market Rasen, has been elected Mayor of 
the City of Lincoln for the ensuing year. Mr. Page is the son of Mr. 
William Thomas Page, of Lingolp. he was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr, Tomas Gzeorce Gipson, solicitor (of the firm of Gibson, Pybus, 
Maple, & Pybus), of Newcestle-upon-Tyne, has been elected Mayor of that 
city for the ensying year. Mr. Gibson wag admitted a solicitor in 1851. He 
has eerved the office of sheriff of Newcastle for the past year. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Wa. Joun Care and W. B. Pitxineton, Alnwick, solicitors (Carr & 
Pilkington). November 4, 


Ricuasp Extis and Witi1am Joun Cross¥igp, 16, Mark-lane, London, 
solicitors (Ellis & Crosefield). February 15. [ Gazette, Nov. 17.] 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
MicuagLMas Examinatios, 1882. 
GeneRAL Examination of Stupents of the Inns or Courz, held at 
Liocoln’s-inn Hall, October 17, 18, 19, and 20, 1882. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a public examination :— 
Walter Henry Lynden Bell, George Richard Gwayas Carlyon, Christian 
Frederick Cole, Thomas Tylston Greg, John Alexander Dixie Mackey, Lionel 
McMahon, John Davenport Rogers, Gavin Rowatt, Martia John Sarkies, 
Edward Joshua Blackbura Scratton, Ernest’ Stanbury, Thomas Thornely, 
Thomas Henry Yorke Trotter, James Paton Watt, Howel Wills, and John 
Kirkpatrick Young, of the Inner Temple; Butler Ovle Aspinall, William 
Hoty Bagot, George M, Ballou, Frank Campbe'l Dumat, Arthur Edward 
Hill Hutton, Edward Honoratue Lloyd, Charles Grant Logan,} Edward 
Francis Nicholas Lynch, Cursetjee Rustomjee, and John Arnold Thorne, of 
the Middle Temple; William More Adey, Hugh Alston, William Percy 
Bowser, Charles Fortescue Brickdale, the Hon. William Napier Brace, 
Charles Hayward Izard, Henry Fricker Lawes, Peter Renner, John Morris 
Stone, Thomas Swift, Henry awan Taylor, Herbert Reyoold Williams, and 
Roland Jobn Windus, of Lincoln’s-inn ; and William John Reynolds Pochin, 
of Gray’s-inv, Esqs, 

The following students passed a satisfactory examination io Roman law :— 
Sir Charles Elphinstone Adam, Oliver Eaton Bodington, John James Button, 
George Carrington, Harold Oomerford Clarkson, Henry Thomas Daniel, 
Bertram Godfrey Falle, Frank Gore-Browne, George Hector Grant, Reginald 
Clande Moore Gillett Gridley, Jasper Loton Holland, Samuel Henry Jeyes, Neil 
Elliott Lewis, John Robert Howard McLean, Johan Lloyd Morgan, Spencer 
Coleridge Musson, William Neill, Alexander Nimmo, Thomas Parnell Parnell, 
Claude Phillips, Percy John Prankerd, Frank Osborne Roach, Isaac Thomas 
Sadler, Helperius Benedictns Sauer, James George Scott, Hogh Edward 
Millington Stutfield, Harry Knowles Tunstill, Arthur Williams, and William 
Willoughby, of the Inner Temple; Thomas Kerr Anderson, Henry Bridger, 
Robert Frederic Colam, John Henry Fletcher, William Ford, Francia Gi 
John George Gray, Edward Thomas Holloway, Syed Mahomed Israil, Donald 
Mackinnon, Narendra Nath Mitra, Thomas Moore, Louis Moriarty, Charles 
Lane Payne, Charles Douglas Scott, George Panl Taylor, and Walter 
Frederick Wilson, of the Middle Temple; Thomas Barclay Cockerton, 
Herbert Innes Fripp, Arthur Foster, Griffith, Dennis Clayfield Ireland, 
Edward Charles Macnaghten, George Ernest Moss, Arthur Turnour Murray, 
Charles Ernest Radle *GTerbert Gerald Taaffe, and Hugh Vane Turner, of 
Lincoln’s-inn; and Dayid Graham, Albert Innocencio Tack, Robert Byerley 
Parkes, and Louis Anthony Wharton, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs, 


ae 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Friday called to the degree of 
barrister-at-law :— 

Inner Temrie.—Woleeley Partridge Hmerton, B.O.L,, M.A., Oxford ; 
Howel Wille, Oxford; Martin Jobn Sarkies ; Higorton Charlea Baring 
Lawford, B.A., Cambridge; Charles Maraton ; Robert Arthur 
Germaine, M.A., Oxford, and B,A., London ; Wilfred Briatov, M.A., Oxford 
(bolder of a pupil ay sere dhe real property law, awarded by the Inner 
Temple, Jaly, 1880); Wolatenholme Murray Owen Wilson, B.A,, LL.B., Cam- 
bridge; George Marous Parker, B,A,, Cambridge; John Kirkpatrick 
Young, B.A,, Oxford ; Gavin Rowatt, @ ; Francis Herbert Padwick, 
B.A., Cambridge A George Richard Gwavas Oarlyon, B.A., Cambridge ; Joho 
Alexander Dixie Mackey ; Thomas 'Thorneley (holder of a studentebip let 
fey awarded by the neil of og Hduoation, Hilary, 1879), M.A,, 
LL.B, gst Leonard Syer Brietowe (holder of a papil sobolarship 
in equity, awarded by the Inner Temple, July, 1888), B.A,, Oxford; 
Glenoairn Stuart O stn, Saters | Herman William Lobnia, B.A,, Oxtord ; 
Patrick Horbert White, LU.B., Cambridge; James Paton Watt, B.A., LD.B., 
Cambridge; Robert Darley Guinness, B.A,, Cambridge ; Thomae Tyleton 
Greg, B.A., Oxford; Ernest Henry Ainslie, B.A,, Cambridge ; Leonard 
Maiiborongh Powell, B.A,, Combeiaee M Robert Blake Yardley, B.A, Oam- 
bridge; Nanda Lal Ghosh; Robert Stewart Avoher Warner, Oxford; 
Obarlos Geisler Thomae, B.A., Oxford; Pateiok Roberteon Don, BLA, UL. B., 








Cambridge ; Miller Hooper ; Martinus Theunis Steyn; Harold Jamea Lee 
Evans, B.A., Cambridge ; and Cambbumpati Akilandaiye, B.A., Madras, 

Mipvie Trempeie.—Cursetjee Rastomjee ; Arthar Edward Hill Hutton ; 
Malcolm Reginald Macmillan ; Edward Honoratas Lloyd, B.A., Trinity 
College, Oxford, and London University; Robert Erale Partridge, fifty 
guineas, Middle Temple, Real and P-rsonal Property scholar; Hame Chan- 
cellor Pinsent, M.A., Fellow S:. John’s College, Cambridge ; William Codg- 
brooke Gillies; Thomas Walter Williams, B.Sc., London University ; Frank 
Campbell Dumat, University of London ; and John Arnoli Thorns, 

Lincotn’s-1nn.—Lees Knowles, M.A. and LL.M., Cambridge; Henry 
Gawan Taylor, B.A. asd LL.B. Cambridge, Law Scholar and P of 
Trinity Hall, Lincolo’s-inn Scholarship in Interaational aad Constitational 
Law of 1879, of the University of London; Henry Chariton Hawkins, B. A., 
Oxford ; James Clifton Wheat, B.A., Oxford ; Paul Ogden Lawrence: ; Herbert 
Reynold Williams, B.A., Oxford; William Percy Bowyer, B.A., Oxford ; 
Howard Hodgkin, M. A., Cambridge; John Henry Lonsdale, B.A., Cambridge ; 
George Waylat Ellis, B.A., Oxford; Reginald Wioslow, B.A. and LL.B., 
Cambridge, Lincoln’s-inn Scholarship in Equity, 1882 ; Arthur Fraser, LL.B. 
London ; Thomas Swift; and Henry Fricker Lawes, University of Lon- 
don. 

Gray's-1nn.—George Lawtie Fagan. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Tuesday, the 14th inst, when 
the following legal question was discussed :—“ X., a person in Y.’s employ, 
receives an injury caused by reason of a defect in certain machinery supplied 
by A. to Y. The accident is due to negligence on the part of A. in the con- 
struction of the machinery. Can X. maiotain an action against A. 
damages ?” Mr. Spiers opaned the debate in the affirmative, and received 
support from Messrs. R. I. Rhys, Napier, Bartlett, and Strickland, whils 
Messrs, A. Neale, Stanley, Lithiby, Pope, and Hallett spoke for the negative. 
On the question being put it was found there ws a majority of six votes for 
the negative. 

On Tuesday, the 21st inst., in a full house, a long and animated debate 
took place upon the question, “‘ That the vaccination laws ought to be repealed 
so far es relates to compulsory vaccination,” which Mr. Bilney op:ned i 
affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. Whitzhead. Bartlett, and Hi 
while Messrs. Gwynne-Griffith, Lithiby, A. Austin, R. I. Rhys, G. B. Elli 
W. Austin, Lloyd Jones,and Spiers advocated the negative. i 
cussion had cl a vote was taken which resulted in a majority of thirteen 
votes for the negative. 
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UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


At a meeting of this eociety, held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday, 
November 15, Mr. H. J. H. Ball in the chair, a debate was held upon the 
following question:—‘ That the continued imprisonment of Mr. Green was 
a national disgrace.’ Mr. Kains-Jackson opened in the affirmative, being 
supported by Messrs, Harvey, Rossiter, and Goodall, and opposed hy Messrs. 
Acland, Spence, Williams, and Collyer. The opemer then replied, and the 
motion on being pat to the meeting was lost by a majority of five, During 
the last month nine new members have joined the society. 





LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 
A meeting of this society was held at the Law Institation on oe 


bons, | evening, the 20th inst., Mr. C. A. Braim in the chair, when a debate 


on the following subject : —‘* That is expedient to assimilate the county 
Rectaies tte that of the borough.” Mr. H. P. Sagden, supported by 
Messrs. P. H. Senior, W. Foster, and W. Willey, angeed ia 
Mr. W. Moss, supported by Messrs. H. Stephenson, C. J. 
Stead, and A. H. Wilks, argued in the negative. Mr. C. J. 
the absence of Mr, W. Moss) and Mr. Sugden replied, for their respect 
sides, to the arguments raived dy their opponents. amount 
political fervour was evinced in the course of the debate, 
partial summing up by the chairman, was decided in the 
majority of two. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 

At the meeting of this society, held on Tuesday evening, November 2], a 
debate took place on the question: ‘* Should the coart or the witness on cath 
decide whether or not his answer will teed to incriminate himself?"’ Messrs. 
Gover, Restall, and White spoke ia favour of the affiemative; and Messrs, 
Hebbert and Streetly in the negative, The meeting decided the qaestion in 
the affirmative by a majority of eight. 
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OBITUARY, 


MR, JOHN SEDGWICK, 

Mr. Johu Sedgwick, solicitor (of the firm of Sedgwick & Turner), of Watior’, 
died suddenty on the 23ed ult, im his seventy-fiet pean Me, wick 
at a meet of the hounds, when he fell liddless 
horse, Mr, Sedgwick was bora in 1812. He was admitted a soliciter in 
1834, and he had for many years carried on business at Warford, 8 
perpetual commissioner for Hertfordshire, and his firm had an extensive private 
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sraction, He held come important appointments, registrar of the War. 
ford County Court (Cireakk No, 37), clerk te the W Looal Board aad the 
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Watford Highwey Board, and assistant a to the county magistrates. Mr. 
Sedewick’s sud“en death bas caused universal regret. He bad been for some 
years associated in partnership with Mr. Henry Morten Turner. 


MR, GEORGE ALFRED CARTHEW, F.S.A. 

Mr. George Alfred Carthew, solicitor (of the firm of Carthew & Girling), of 
East Der: ham, died on the 22nd ult. ., at the age of seventy-five. Mr, Carthew 
wes born in 1807. He was admitted a solicitorin 1830, and he bad pract’ ‘sed 
for over fifty years at East Dereham. He was a perpetoal commissioner for 
the county of Norfolk, and he hada large pructicein the district, baving 
been for many years in partnership with Mr. Nathaniel Girling. Mr. Carthew was 
a fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and several years ago he published a 
. oot of the Hundred of Laurditch.” He was buried at Redenhall on the 
26th ult 


MR. EDWARD HEADLAM. 


Mr. Edward Headlam, barriste-, died at 24, Norfolk-equare, Hyde-park, 
on the 26tb ulf., aftera peinfol illness. Mr. Headlam was the fourth son of the 
Ven. John Headiam, Archdeacon of Ric hmond, and a y: unger brother of the late 
Right Hon. Thomas Headlam, Q.C. He was ‘born in 1824, and was educated 
at Darham Grammar S-hool, aud at St. John’s College, Cambridge. His 
univer-ity career was a brilliant ove. He graduated in 1847 as twelfth 
wrangler, and ninth in the first class of the classical tripos, and he was subse- 
quently elected fellow of his college. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Easter Term, 1856. Mr. Headlam had been for many years one of 
the staff of the Civil Service Commission. He was appointed an examiner on 
the first formation of that body, and since 1876 he had held the office of 
director of Civil Service Examinations, Mr. Headlam was marri:d to the 
daughter of Mr. George Sowerby, of Patteridge-park, Herts, and he leaves 
five children. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jom Srocx CompPanigs. 
Lrurrep rs CHANCERY. 
Goze Isvestussr Association, Liuttzp.—By an order made by Kay, J., dated Nov 
10, it was ordered that the association be wound up. Ellis, Bedford row, solicitor for 
petitioner 
Loxpor Metat axp Carmicat Company, Liurrep.—Bacon, V.C., has fixed Nov 28, at 
12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 
pos DISTILLERY ny we Company, Liutrzp.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Nov 15, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Nov 25. Hillearys and Taylor, 


Fenchurch buildings, solicitors for tLe petitioners 

XiXen Cextczr Peixtise Company, Liutren.—Petition for winding ma ® —_ 
Nov Il, directed to be heard before Chitty, J.,on Nov 25. Nokes, Queen Victoria st, 
solicitor for the petitioners 


{ Gazette, Nov. 17.] 


Baxzapos Gas Comraxy, Liurrep.—Chitty, J., bas fixed Nov 30, at 11, at his chambers, 
for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Beceras Date Corres Compary, 5 Pe ag —By an order mzde by Chitty, J., dated Nov 
11, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Beliamy and Co, Bishopsgate st 
Within, solicitors for the petitioner 

Detacee’s Exreact or Baxr Company, Lauitep.—Petition for wining u 
Nov 18, directed to be heard before cone J., on Friday, 1, 

len’ 8, Solicitor for the petitioner 

Nogro.x 1s» Nozwicn ANGLING, Boatina, xp Przasvas Grounp Company, Liuirep. 
—By an order » dated Nov 11, it was ordered that the company be 
wound up. Sharpe and Co, New ct, Carey st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sarr Pavi’s tee ware Cottzce Li«irzp.—Petition for winding up, panne 
Nov 18, heard before Kay. J ,on Dec 1, Torr and Co, Bedford row, 
agents for Sedgefield and F Pryce, Abingdon, solicitors for the petitioner 


[ Gazette, Noy. 21.] 


» presented 
ragg, Great 


Stamwazizs oF Comuwatt. 
Locrrep rm CHANcERY. 


Serra Dotcosata Misixa Compawy.—Petition for winding i presented Nov BS 
directed to be heard befcre the on ee at 11, at the Princes Hall, 
eb eh tee eaten te hearing, in opposition to the petiti 


roust be filed at the 7 Truro, on or before Nov 27, and notice 
monst, at the same time, be given to the petitioners or their solicitors. Hodge and 
Co, Traro, solicitors ers 


{ Gazette, Nov. 21.] 
Ferexpiy Societies Dissoivep. 
Nee eae: Wena Lover, Hare and Hounds Inn, Newton-in-Bowland, York. 
oF 
Stocewusx FPatexpiy Soctsry, Church House Inn, Stokenham, Devon, Nov 14 


{| Gazette, Nov. 17.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS, 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST i Ba tg OF PROOF. 
Aacem, Erte, Pentonville rd. Dee ®, Mossy Argent, Kay, J. Patience, Cheap- 


Cisexe, Garaory Oost, Ferny Stratford, Baiaghe, Corn Merchant, Dee 21, 


Oarke v Bennett, fF meeene, © 
Here yer an sonux stitom, Carleton Land feo. Be Roots, Hether. 
, Chitty, J. Wintertonbaan, No et tt, 
ig, 8 osgaser™, Peckinam Asylum, Sarrey. + Daniel, Bacon, 


hg to 
"baom, 1. ohana, OA 
Murs, seb Rctventen, Kent, Deecll. Amos y Mills, Rew 5. Mace, Tenterden 
— Lee Pag Warts » LAneoin, Farmer, Dee Zi, Parr v Parr, Chitty, 


_Crowrusr, JamzEs, Moortown, near Leeds, Y 





Prazgp, WintHrop Mackworts, ye ereng Cornwall, Grocer. Dec 22. Jared Terrett 
Hunt and Son, Limited, v Chitty, J. Dale, Penzance 

Rostnson, Henry, Covenham, St Bartholomew, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 15. Nell and 
Smith v Rebinson, Bacon, VC. Allison, Louth { Gazette, Nov. 17.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM 


Amos, Coarizs Epwarps, jiimtee Clapham Common, Gent. Jan 6. Chorley ard 
Co, st 


Mi 
Barney, Canes, Surbiton, Surrey, Gent. Jan 1. Sladen and Mackenzie, Delahay st 
Buunpe.t, Rosert, Southport, Lancaster, Yeoman. Decl. Threlfall, Southport 
Brown, Brrnert, Wetheral, Cumberland. Jan1. Wright and Brown, Carlisle 
CHARLTON, JAMES, Stanwix, Cumberland, Gent. Jan1. Wright and Brown, Carlisle 
Coxzs, Jamxs, Cardington st, Euston sq, Coach Builder. Dec 10. Vant, Leadenhall st 
Crostey, Sir Leas Deciuvs, Sunningdale Park, Berks, Knight. Dec 9. Wilde 


and Co, College 
k, Yeoman. Decll. Dale, Leeds 
Davis, Ropert Huwry, Furnival’s i inn, Soliciter. Dec 18. Jones and Co, Lancaster 
lace 
Doxroan, Witty, Grindon Hall, near Sunderland, Durham. Jan1. Kidsonand(Co, 
Sunder! 
Dees, Lit.zy, Trumpington, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 30. Eadensand Knowles 
Cambridge 
Epwaeps, Groras, Kentish Town rd, Chemist. Greville, Towcester 
Euttort, Lavi, King’s Norton, Worcester, Gent. Dec 21. Morgan, , Biriainaieain 
Exxis, Margarst, Whittle-le-Woods, Lancaster. Dec 4. Dodd; Preston 
Fow sr, Harrtorr, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick. Nov 22. Fisher, Essex st, Strand 
Hoprtoy, James, Handsworth, Stafford. Dec3l. Barlow and Co, Birmingham 
Kerppg11, Joan i ae Erith, Kent, Gent. 2 1, Stanley, Austin Friars 
ord rd, Lower Tulse Hill, Surrey, Gent. Jan 1. White, Raymond’s 
bidgs. Gray’s inn 


Lvcas, Joszru, Ashted, near Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Dec 31, Barlow and 


Co, Birmingham 

Lyon, Cuartorre, Liverpool. Dec 20. Harvey and Co, gO 

Nort, BensaMin, ag are Essex, Gent. Dec 9. Root, U 

Oxp, Anw, Whii ter ag oo Dec 5. Faber, Siociianan tenn 

Paez, Epwarp, filkwood rd, iautninee toes, mitaad” , Surrey, Tobacconist. Dec 16: 
Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster 

Pzrxiys, THOMAS, Melton, near Repton, Derby, Gent. Jan 1. Milward and Co, Bir. 

Pootz, Jouw Josuva, London rd, Southwark, Music Hall Proprietor. Dec 16. Layton 
and Co, Bu row 


Reray, HELE BNEIETTA, Wimpole st. Dec 15, Potter and Sandford, King st, Cheapside 
SILVESTER, Ext Tomas, Eastbourne, Sussex, Innkeeper. Dec 10, ‘Hillman, Lewes 
ee, ee Mary Ann, Upper Tooting, Surrey. Dec 20, Watney and Co, 
ment’s 
Warxins, Octavius CHarxzs, nope avenue, Camden Town, Photographer. Dec 31. 
Watkins, Mayall rd, Herne Hill 
Wass, WILLIAM James, Stanborough, near Hatfield, Hertford, Gent. Dec 8. Hicks, 


Gray’s inn 
[ Gazette, Nov. 10.] 


Appiztor, Saran, Live’ 1. Nov 30, Lynch and Teebay, Liverpool 

Bgavumont, Sir GroraR owtanD, Coleorton Hall, Leicester, Bart. Jan 1. 
and Co, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Bg, Hewry, ath, Esq. Dec 30. Simmons and Co, Bath 

Curgr, Mary, New ‘Drayton, Berks. Dec 10, M‘Clellan, Bedford row 

— Hzyxy, Croydon, Surrey, Gent. Nov 30, Hogan and Hughes, Martin’s lane, 

‘annon st 

Curassrt, Hueu, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Draper. Dec 21. Crosby and Farmer, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

Davizs, Davip, Ruthin, Denbigh, Corn Merchant. Jan 1. code and Roberts, Ruthin 

Fretps, Saran, Branton York. Febi1. Palmer, Doncaste 

— THOMAS, Woolton, Lancaster, Gent. Nov 30. Lynch and Teebay, Liver- 


Fisher 


poo! 
Gez, Jon, Preston, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Dec 1. Thompson and Craven, Preston 
Gaiypzy, Joszrx, Walton, Lancaster, Jan 1, bean gna and n~ g Liverpool 
Hawnsrorp, Wit11am, Southsea. Dec. 14. Coombs, Do: 

— Evans, Scarisbrick, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 7 “ge Ne and Co, Orms- 


Hzwsow, Epuunp, Utterby, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 20. Allisons and ba agg) Louth 
Kine, Joszrx Curtis, South st, Manchester sq, Grocer. Jan 31. Liggins, Bernera st 
Laver, Soruta, Orwell rd, Bromley East, Det 21. Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Marazws, Evizapetu, os. rd, Brixton. Dec 20. Turner, Lincoln's id fields 
Mitxis, Evexwis Exa, Bristol. Jan 1. O’ Donoghue and Anson, Bristo! 

Nzwmay, Ricwarp ct Flot a Mayfield rd, Dalston lane, Licensed Victualler, Dec 20. 


, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 30. Josselyn, Ipswich 
1, Westmoreland, Farmer. Dec 18, Pearson and Pearson, 


Kirkby Lonsdale 
Warxins, Octavius Cuarvus, Torriano avenue, Camden Town, Photographer. Dec 
‘atkins, Herne Hill 


Wi 
Wuesinovss, Guonrex, soe saggy: ag Gént, .Feb1. Palmer, Doncaster 


Wuse.novser, Jaws, Doncaster, Y . Feb1. Palmer, Doncaster 

Woops, Huwry, Hyde Park is, Es » Jan 10, Cunliffe and © ‘o, Chancery lane 
——— Jauzs, Ockham, Surrey, Farmer. Dec 15. Lott, Groat George st, West- 
Waneee, Grores Bowrrzanx Woopnzorrn, Norton, near Stockton-cn-Tees, Durham, 

Commercial Traveller. Dec 10, Steel, Sunderland 
[ Gazette, Nov. 14.] 
ANNIBAL, Joun Staruzw Rosinson, Nottingham, Hotel Keeper. Dec 30, Parsons and 
Astox, Joun, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Esq. Dec 16, Mathews and Smith, Birming- 
Bizcn Lewis Cuzmunt, Manchester, Oil and Colour Merchant. Jan 1, Ritson and 
Manchester 


Damor, Loum, Dorchester, Dorset. Dec 14. Andrews and Co, Dorchester 
Davipsom, Jamus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Railway Foreman, ee 1, Joel and Co, 


pine . castle- T Jan 1, Z 1 and Co, Newcastl 
cx, Evizasgru, New upon- a ta ‘oel and Co, New je- 
f f looms oe, barvey. Watney an Co, Clemons ane 


Jonmeon, Exvizaperu, Addiscom' 24. 

Kensuors, Jouy, Heavitree =, dem Deol? Toney and Co, Exete 

Luaves, Fuawcis, Longnor tial 8 Beat , Eaq. Feb}. Dowson and Wright, Notting- 

Macnara, Jauus, York, Gent. Jan13, Shaftoe, York m 

Macs, Jenutma, Southampton, Jan 10, Hickman, Southampton 

Maneas, Joun, Grafton st, Fitzroy sq, Carpenter, Dec 30, Rowsell, Great James st, 

row 

Noam, Joun, Bury Saint Edmunds, Soffolk, Gent, Jan 31, Golding, Bury Saint 

Monoan, Autnus Bawsamin, Shopherd’s Bush rd, Hotel Keeper. Dec 10, Arnison, 
Truro villas, Wimbledon 


Nowis, Rowent, a iy out of employment. Cutts, Chosterfield 
Nor, Teaac, Gun ——— ~m Wellestey rd, Gunnersbury, Gent, Jan 16, Hamlin 
mer, 


Patsaun, Paosrun, la Comedic, Nimes, France, Morchant, Nov 30, 
Pp, Philpot 


Tompson, Jamas, Cul 
Tows, Wits, Ke 
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PeresTLEY, AnwR, Woolwich, Hudson and Co, Woolwich 
ene Wir1iuax, Faversham, Kent, Brick Manufacturer. Jan 10. Tassell, Faver- 
am . 
Repreen, Wittr1aM, Nottingham, Gent. Feb1. Dowson and Wright, Nottingham 
RoBINsox, Taunus, iunshenter, Horse Dealer. Jan 20. Sale and by ar 
Sszr, Jonw Praxce, City rd, Auctioneer. Dec 21. Brown and Co, Finsb 
gen Arrgp, St James’s rd, Victoria park, Gent. Dec 31. Chamber! 
8 


WAKEFIELD, Rev Joan Barzs, U; Norwood, Surrey, Clerk. Dec 16. Merediths 
saary ay Kept 5k = =p Algae 
dale, Lancaster. Dec 13. Brierley, Rochdale 
[ Gazette, Nov. 17.] 


pavement 
Basing- 


WALKER, JamzEs, 








NEW. ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
OrpER or Coukr. 


Fripay, the 17th day of November, 1882. 

Whereas, from the present s ate of the business before the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon, Mr. Justice Fry, Mr. Justice Kay, Mr. Justice Chitty, and 
Ur, Jastice Pearson respzo'ively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
assigned to Mr. Justice Fry, Mr. Justice Kay, and Mr, Justice Chitty 
respectively, should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and that a 
further portion of the causes so assigned should for the purpose only of trial 
or hearing be transferred to Mr. Justice Pearson. Now I, the Right Honour- 
able Roundell Baron Selborne, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the several causes eet forth in the schedules hereto be trans- 
ferred as follows :—That is to say, those in the first schedule from Mr, Justice 
Fry to Vice-Chancellor Bacon ; those in the second schedule from Mr, Justice 
Chitty to Mr, Jastice Pearson, for the purpose only of trial or hearing ; those 
in the third schedule from Mr. Justice Chitty to Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and 
those in the fourth schedule from Mr. Justice Kay to Vice-Chancellor Bacon ; 
and all such causes are to be marked in the cause books accordingly. And 
this order is to be drawn up by the registrar and set up in the several offices 





of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


First ScHEpULE.—From Fry, J., to 
Bacon, V. 
(Witness Actions. ) 
(ass v Cribb 1882 C 1,619 
Beall v Romer 1881 B 65,997 
Vickerman v Longbourne 1881 V 


699 
Strickland v Kingwell 1878 S 5,671 
In re J Hopcroft v Hoperoft In re R 
— v Hoporoft 1880 H 
4 
Sheldon v Nixon 1881 S 5,800 
Hardy v Wilmot 1881 H 4,030 
MoNiell vy Charsley 1882 M 1,624 
Ridgway v Carey 1880 R 45 
Margison v Allen 1882 M 2,282 
arr? &co, Ry v Cory 1880 CO 


Barrett v Blanchard 1882 B 290 

Pedrazzoli v Dellagana 1882 P 986 

Harrison v Hartland 1882 H 1,636 

Morgan v Soott 1882 M 1,834 

Poets Bank yv Billings 1882 8S 
2,075 

Dreyfos v Peruvian Guano Co 1880 
D 0,192 


Peravian Guano Co ld v Brockwold 
1880 P 0,867 ; 

In re Fatcher Fatcher v Fatcher 
1881 F 2,113 

Young v Wallingford 1882 Y 124 

Fraser v Cooper, Hall, & Co 1881 


Fl 
“4 vy Lord Wimborse 1881 A 
41 
Geere v Universal Steam Tram Oar 
Construction Cold 1882 G 935 
Chapman v Clarke 1882 C 1,267 
Western v Marke 1881 W 4,988 
Saconn ScxspuLe—From Chitty, J., 
to Pearson, J. 
Roberts v Trythall 1882 R 233 
In re Brook, decd, Denham v Swale 
1881 B 3,370 
Uorbetty Plowden 1882 C 395 
Pogh v Williams 1880 P 9,727 
ery Mackenzie 1880 P 2,404 
Barrow v Nicholson 1881 B 861 
kan Lule v Lewis 1881 L 2,791 
Badische Anilin & Soda Fabrik v 
Levinetein 1882 B 5,077 
Gosnell v a Hayman v Gosnell 
1881 G 1066 


Beck y Oullum 1880 B' 1,008 





Tke Cambrian Mioing Co. limd v Fell 
1882 © 783 
Goodman v Batty 1881 G 522 
In re Mitchell, decd. Taylor v Harri- 
son 1881 M 2,528 
Davis vy Hoyle 1881 D 2,298 
Knell v Walker 1881 K 217 
Barratt v Thornton 1881 B 487 
Strickland v Symonds 1881 S 968 
Ashbury Ry. Carriage & Iron C>. 
limd. v San Paolo Brazilian Ry. Co. 
lind, 1881 A 1,144 Howard v 
The Same Co. 1881 H 3,631 
Taylor v Thompson 1880 T 1,447 
Thompson v Hooke 1882 T 46 

In Blackwall, decd. Hansel v 

1882 B 370 

Hartv Hobbs 1881 H 5,625 
Roots v Snelling 1882 R 619 
Harvey v Municipal Permanent In- 
vestment Bldg. Soc. 1881 H 
4,010 

Mackenzie v Mackenzie 1881 M 
84 

Horsfall v Hudersfield Bakg Co, 1881 
H 225 

(Witness Actions = Trial or Hearing 

only.) 

In re Musgrave, decd. Musgrave v 
vSandeman 1881 M 4,664 

In re Brooks, decd. Hubbard vy Cramp 
1882 B 619 

Taylor v Kirby 1881 T 2.054 

Berridge v Pease 1879 B 84 

Ia re Corfield, deod. Smyth v Bris.oe 
1882 © 1452 

Barrell v Northcote 1882 B 705 

Brake v Allen 1882 B 761 

Pearson v Woodburn 1880 P 1,752 

Minos v Bidder 1882 M 610 

ba v Woollings 1881) M 
2,7 

In re Oorfield, de-d. Brisooe v Dawson 
1881 © 6,634 

In re C R Adams, decd. Adams vy 
Adams 1881 A_ 1,165 

Clever v Howe 1881 © 6,644 
Theobald v Elwyn 1882 T 691 

Cole v Hasler 1882 C 503 
Wioketeed v Biggs 1881 W 1,783 
Ottley v Irvine 1880 O 60 

In re Fox, deod. Haliatt v Eliis 
1881 F 2,073 


foes oe C 668i 
Mills y Hardwick 1881 M 4,197 


Ramskill vy Edwards 1881 R 523 
Penley vy Austrather 1882 P 739 
Payne v Payne 1881 P. 2,885 
Green v Humphreys 1882 8 662 
Hylaod v Lewia 1882 H 1,552 
Evans v Griffith 1882 E 330 
Alwen vGraham 1881 A 1.506 
Wylie » Downing 1881 W 4,694 
Espir v Mainwaring 1881 E 622 
Bernstein v Williams 1882 B 1,509 
Hamilton v University Life Assar- 
ance Society 
Wilkinson v Squire 1881 W 5,078 
Hotson v Slipper 1882 H 128 
Creswell vClark 1882 C 2,354 
Sculthorpe v Soulthorpe 1881 § 
5,620 
Morgan v Games 1882 M 1,122 
Smith v Hurst 1881 S 3,782 
In re Pagh, decd, Williams vy Pagh 
1882 P 1,652 
Togram v Shaokell 1882 J 556 
Copleatone vy May 1882 C 618 
Hall vyBovey 1882 H 1,617 
Sheffield Waterworks v Bingham 
1882 S 1,709 
Clarke v Bassett 1882 G 1,912 
Pringle v Pearce 1883 P 573 
Condon v Vollam 1882 C 129 
Walker v Baller 1881 W 4,662 
Kensit v Great Eastern Ry. Co. 1881 
K 1,050 
Blyth v Gainness, Mahon & Co 1881 
B 3,671 
Barrett v White 1581 B 2,849 
In re Loe, decd, Loe vy Loe 1882 L 
87 
Io re Smith, decd, Campball v Smith 
1882 8 175 
Birch v Mather 1882 B 484 
Turep ScHEDULE.—From Chitty, J., 
to Bacon, V.C. 
Parry v Noble 1881 P 181 
Cooper v Met Board of Works 1882 
C 1,670 
Sedgwick v Thomas 1882 S_ 1,293 
In re Fielden, decd Fielden v Little 
1881 F 1,352 
Titchmarsh v King 1882 T 1,047 
In re Davison, deci Davison v 
McFarlane 1882 D 390 
Egerton v Egerton 1882 E 470 
Goldschmidt v Oddy 1882 G 1,075 
Dampier vInman 1882 D 1,184 
Owen v Warner 1881 O 488 
Young v Middleton 1881 
In re Harding, decd Harding v 
Dickinson 1882 
(Nou-Witoess Actions.) 
Sharman v Steade 1881 S 147 
In re Dernier, decd Butt v Anthony 
1879 D 27 
In re Clarke, deod Dawes v Clarke 
1882 C 2,125 
Oulton + Whittaker 1882 Q 230 
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Taylor v Morten 1882 T - 1,192 
Io re Sherry, decd London & County 
oS ee 1882 S 880 
In re Nation, decd Nation v Hamil- 
ton 1882 N 294 

In re Co k.decd Cook wCook 1881 
C 5,568 

Boardman v Boardman 1879 B 156 
Jones y Smith 1879 J 182 

In re Newman, decd Newman v 
Jaques 1881 N 344 

Stone vy Robinson 1882 S 3,158 

Smart v Cowley 1878 S 2,703 
Tooke v Rintou! 1882 T 958 


Gurney v Mar 1881 G 1,406 
St John’s, Clerkenwell v Stradliag 
1881 S$ 3,116 


1882 C 897 
FourTa ao Kay, J., 
to -C. 
Jones v Great Eastern Ry Co 1881 
J 1,725 
In re Godfrey Godfrey v Faalkoer 
1880 G@ 30 


Salkeld v Laidlaw 1881 S 1,451 

In re Newton Newton v Birkett 13381 
N 114 

Newton v Cartis 1881 N 867 

Kaye v Quartz Hill Consolidated Gold 
&:Co 1882 K 170 

Jones v Whittaker 1882 J 1,614 

In re H Games Sherman v Kendall 
1882 G 771 


— Actions.) 

Collyer v 1881 C 2,253 

Lingard-Monk v Jenkins 1881 L 
2,339 

Gregory v Richmond 1881 G 2,801 

Toner v Pedder 1882 T 83 

Rowe v Ebarne 1881 R_ 1,555 

General Credit Cov Clegg 1881 G 
1,977 

Kiog v King 1881 K 836 

—s: Vestry of Kensington 1882 

1,213 

Grant ¥ The Bakers Co 1882 G 
16 

Ia re Barslem Green wv Barslem 
1881 B 3,681 

Forrest v Shore 1882 F. 257 

Bowness v Archibald 1882. B 2,873 

Icter vy Baras 1881 I 1,584 


| Miller v Gagenheim 1882 M 1,199 


Eogiish v Murray 1881 E 2.005 
Thomas v Williams 1881 T 973 
Elliott v Beard 1880 E 18 
Smith v Aadrewa 1882 S 1,028 
Ainsworth w Linsker Rabone v 
Linaker 1881 A 9802 
— Manchester &c Ry Co 1882 
124 

Wood wv Partington 1881 W 3,745 
Whiter y Gill 1881 W 1,751 


COUNTY COURTS. 
I, the Right Honourable Roandell, Baron Salborne, Lord High Chaa- 
cellor of Great Britain, do, aoder the powers vested in me by the County 
Court Ralea, 1875, hereby order that the offices of the county courts may 


be closed on the 23rd, 26:h, and 27:h da: 


Given under my hand this 15th day of November, 1382. 


Sz.soaxe, 6, 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF ReGIsTRARS IN ATTENDANC! ON 


Date, Con ¥. ©. Bacon. > 
Monday, Nov. .....s0000 27 Mr, Cobby Mr. Merivale Nr. Clowes 
SORRY, += v0 rn cero encore s Koe —_ 
Th ee Lavie Pemberton 
> eeeeeceeress 1 Cobdby Clowes 
2 Koe Lavie Pemberton 





, Sooo ee ee ee ceeere 
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Nov. 25, 1882. 








Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fry. Pearson. CuHITrY. 
Monday, Nov. ....seee.» 27 Nr. Teesdale Mr. Ki Mr. Carrington 
u pect dicceee Ward wae Jackson 
Ww Piskevatesdecds ae Teesdale King Carrington 
TRMOGEAY © -c050 v000-ckicee OO Ward Farrer Jackson 
Friday, Deo. ...eeceses. 1 Teesdale King Carrington 
Saterday... ..cccccosccese 2 Ward Farrer Jackson 








In acase of In re Appileton’s Tr::sts, before Mr. Justice Kay on the 19th 
inst., a question arose 28 to the claims of two societies to a legasy which had 
been ‘bequeathed by thetestator to the ‘Solicitors’ Benevoleot Institution.” 
The legacy had been paid ioto court, end a petition was presented by the 
directors of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association asking to have the fund 
paid out to them. The ‘‘ Law Association for the benefit of widows and 
families of Solicitors and Proctors residing in the Metropolis and its vicinity,” 
also claimed the legacy. It appeared that the testator was equally nnacquainted 
with both the societies, as he had not during his life been a subscriber to either. 
For the second society it was ted that, as there was a doubt as to 
which institution the tes’atcr intended the benefit, the legacy should be 
divided «quslly between the two. Mr. J ustice Kay said he had no hesitation 
atall in in favour of the petitioners. The testator gave a legacy to 
the “ Solicitors’ Benevolent Institution.” Now, that was actually the short 
title of one of the societies, substituting the word “association” for the 
word “institution.” The test«tor’s description was right as to the two 

incip+l words, and there was no reasonable deabt that the gift was intended 
or the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and to give it to the other society 
was quite impossible. 








RECENT SALES, 

At the Stock and Share Auction Company’s sale, held on the 23rd inst. 
at their sale-rooms, Crown-court, Old Broad-street, E.C., the following were 
among the prices obtained:—City of London Discount Cerporation, £5 10s. ; 
Merdip Paper Mills £100 shares, £86; Hungarian Cepper £1 shares, 4¢. ; 
Confederate Treasury Notes, dol. per cent. ; Kington and Eardisley Railway 
A. 4 per cent. Debenture Stock, 60 per cent.; Denver Gold 5. shares, par; 
Chalet Company (Limited) £5 shares, £7; Weet Metropolitan Trams, £8 10s. ; 
Anglo-Bilbas Stee] Ore, 23. 6d.; Tamar Silver Lead and Fluor Spar Mine, 
10s. ; and other miscellaneous eecurities fetched fair prices. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





Kiizy.—Nov. 21, at Clifton Villa, ‘a ~y Palace-road, East Dulwich, 8.E., the 
ye of Jobn Henry Kilby, solicitor, , Charterhouse- street, and Eest Dulwich, 
of a daughter. 

Rowez.— Nov. 17, at Penmeliyn, St. Columb, Cornwall, the wife of R. J. Rowss, 

M.A., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Hewperson—Botteav.—Oct. 18, at Shillong, Assam, Bengal, Gilbert Stuart 
Henderson, pmery tate ey it Baa Court, Calcutta, "to Mabel Jessie, second 
daughter of Lieut.-Colonel oped _ 20th Hussars. 


Bortz.—Nov. 14, James Boyle, berriet: -r- 0 aged 76. 
Temurie.— Nov. g, John Alfred Temple, of Woodvale, East Dulwich, and late of 
Chancery-lane, solicitor, aged 46. 


LONDON _GAZETTES. 





i 
Fatwar, Nov. 17, 1982. 
; Under the Bavkruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must Sent hoe proofs of debts to the Registrar, 


pane ay 
Biwart, Loftus ri, Ghephonie Bask Pet Nov 14. Murray. Decl at 12 


Budge row, Cannon st, Engineer, Pet Nov 14. Murray. Decl at 11.30 
— es me Smallbrook ct, Basinghall st, Club Proprietor. Pet Sept 22. Pulley. 
Ett.) ee Jermyn st, St James, Fishing Rod Manufacturer. Pet Nov 15. 
Brougham. Nov 23 at 12 
Fe Seeeets © Be Commies. 
Cain, Jobn, —— Cardigan, Commission Agent. Pet Nov 9. Jenkins. 


orwich, Carter, Pet Nov 13. Cooke. Norwich, Nov 28 at 
William Jackson, Liskeard, Cornwall, Anctioneer. Pet Nov 10. Edmonds. East 
—— Dec 7 at 12 
wii, Jaen Blackley, Lancaster, Hatter. Pet Nov 13. Lister. Manchester, Dec 4 
Miners, Heury, peace, Devon, Mining Engineer. Pet Nov 10. East 
Beonehemae, Dee 7 at} 
rw ae ; 4. Sa Provision Merchant, Pet Nov 14. Parry. Birming- 
Keale, / mang Vanes, He my ge 4 4rd, Upper Norwood, of no occupation. Pet Nov 10. 
Rowland. © Sroyhom, Dec i a1 
Whitford, Thomas Kawin, Memged, lee Merchant, Pet Mov 14, Cooper. Liverpool, 
Winzer, Jom, & Nov 4 
a , Son as Leicester, Wolicitor’s Clerk, Pe Nov 14. Ingram 
and Jistina & . 
cotwnet. A nore a rthar Richard, : fons augiiow, Trowbridge, Wilta, Oil Merchants 
vena, Robert, Backiey, Lancaster, Hatter. Pet Mov 13. Lister. Manchester, Dec 
Tosevar, Nov, 21, 1664, 
the 


, 1969. 
Crodivorn manat Yorward toehr yearn of date to the Regiatrar. 


Edmonds, 


Dec 6 at 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cann, John, Aldeby, Norfolk, Farmer, Pet Nov 14. Worlledge. Gt Yarmouth, Dec ‘ 


at 

Clark, Jonas, Yateley, Southampton, Farmer. Pet Nov 14. White. Guildford, Dec 2 
at 12 

Gale, Edwin, Batley, York, Rag Merchant. Pet Nov 16. Tennant, Dewsbury, Dec 
at 3 


Harrison, Hi , and + Reading, Winchester, Builders. Pet Nov 15. Godwin. 
Winchester, ec 4 at 30 
stuart, Henry, Altrincham, Chester, Hatter, Pet Nov 13. Lister. Manchester, Deo 4 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Friar, Nov. 17, 188?, 
Price, William, High st, Poplar, Provision Dealer, Nov 14 
Woods, Henry Byron, ash Devon, Captain Royal Marine Light Infantry. 


Tuzsbday, Noy. 21, 1982. 
Paseionen, Francis, and John Townsley Radcliffe, Liverpool, Rope Manufacturers, 


Wolswadd, Samuel, Chester, Baker. Nov 18 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpayr, Nov. 17, 1882. 


Anderson, John, Mb go — Dec 4 at 3 at offices of McGowen, Westminster 
chmbrs, Crosshall st, Liverpool 
Austen, George James, Eastbourne, Sussex, Dairyman. Nov 30 at 12 at offices of Reed, 


Nov 15 


Terminus rd, peers 
one | James, North Ormes , near nue” Licensed Hawker. Nov 28 at 10 
offices of Ward, Albert 2X. Middlesboroa 
bonnet William, Gyfeillon, near Pon’ re nti Grocer. Nov 30 at 11.30 at 
offices of Morgan, Church st chmbrs, Pontypridd 
ey Thomas, Wigan, Lancaster, Butcher, Nov 28 at 11 at offices of Wilson, King 
igan 
Browning, yon oo Reading, Berks, Photographer. Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Beale and 
artin. 
Frederick, Badaleworth York, Licensed Victualler. Nov 30 at 2 at offices of 


Bull, 
Smith and Sykes, King st, Manchester 

Cartlid ige. John, Ne under-Lyme, Stafford, Sugar Boiler. Nov 28 at 11 at offices 

Clank Edith, and E iene, “Mean 8c Dec 1 at 3 at 

e, mma @, Schoolmistresses. a 

offices of Champion and Co, Terminus rd, Eastbourne 

Clarke, Samuel, Little Atbany st, it’s ‘park, Blacking Manufacturer. Nov 27 at 10 
at offices of ett, 8q Chiswell st 

Clewes, Samuel, Tanstall, Sta ‘ord, out of business. Nov 25 at 11 at offices of Hollins. 

and Moody, Tunstall 


Critchley, William, jun, Circantent Market Gardener. Nov 30 at 112 at offices of 
Barber, Berkeley st, Glouceste: 
Crowhurst, Edward, Stockwell rd, Grocer. Nov 30 at 2 at offices of Bird and Moore, 


Gray’s inn 
, Peter, Hitner, heer Maoh Wenlock, Salop, Fish Dealer. Dec 1 at 11 at Raven 
Hotel, Much Wenlock. Carrane, a remington 
a vies, William, PAREN TORT My Cardigsn, Farmer, Nov 29 at 12 at offices of Hughes, 
Ts 


— David, Llnnrhystya Cardigan, Farmer. Nov 29 at 12.30 at offices of Hughes, 


Aberystwit 
Davies, James a Marylebone lane, Grocer. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of Cridge, New 


eae, a Burslem, Stafford, Letterpress Printer. Nov 27 at 2.30 at offices of 
Bennett, Piccadilly bldgs, yo! 

Dovey, ons e, Portobello rd, Nottin, , Grocer. Dec 4 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
King st, Cheapside. Carter and Bell, Basi 


Dunn, my rh Southampton st, Camberwell Sail Maker. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Dutton, 
Charton st, Pimlico 
Earland, Wim Bexley, Kent, Chemist. Nov 30 at 2 at office of Cape and Harris, Old 
a ag! brahams and Co, Old J 
i ld, York, ‘out of bus sane. Nov 30 at 3 at office of Kemp, Barstow 
sq, Wake 
, Matthew, Newton st, bee pe bea gi Dec 8 at 3 at office of Holloway, 
ages "Fenton, Kingsland Stafford, G N of Vaughan, 
ington, Thomas, Wi rocer, Nov 30 at 11 at office 
Walsall st, Willenhall 
ry, George, St Leonard’s on Sea, Builder. Nov 30 at 12 at office of Meadows and 
moog bow Havelock rd, Hastings 
well Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 1 at 3 at Greyhound Hotel, 
Minokion "teks and Co, Leicester 
Choe, jiliam, Scotton, York, Farmer, Nov 28 at 10 at office of Kirby, Knares- 
Harper, iillen, Liv 1, Licensed Victualler, Nov 30 at 3.ab office of Jackson, Dale 
st, Liverpool. Par! inson, Liverpool 
ohn , Morrill Hart, and Edward Hart, Leeds, Joiners. Nov 30 at 2.30 
at office of Newstead and Wilson, "Red Hall, Leeds 
cture Dealer. Nov 30 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, 


, Charles Leonard, Oxford st, Fiesere 
Greshaw st. Barker, Union et, Old Rrond sb 
Jones, "5 Eisherd, Elthorn rd, Oil Man. Nov 2a 3 at office of Cooper aad Co, Lincoln's 
in 
xey, Emmanuel Sharland, Tenby, Syptecke, Innkeeper, Dec 11 at 10,30 at 2 at 
Water st, Pembroke Dock. 
Kitson, James Everett, B War ick. Nov 20 at 12 at office of Pointon, 
Temple row West, Birmingham 
7, n, Middleton, Laneaster, Builder, Dec 1 at3 at office of Ascroft, Olegg sy 
Lightholder, Emmeline, Leeds, Milliner, Nov 29 at 3 at office of Brooke, East Parade, 
, Peter pe at Draper. Dec 6 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 
Ba ne Goan eg Grocer. Dee 4 at 2 at office of Gowl, South John at, Liver 
li, A Brynmewr, Bootmaker. Nov 27 at office of Parsons, 
High at, Bent in jin lien 9 the pie origially numod 
South Innkeeper, Nov 30 at 3 at Shelley’s Arms, Fisher 
, Gipsy Hill, Narseryman, Nov 90 at 9 at offlet 
nee. ohn Bdward, Scarborough, York, Grocer, Nov 27 at 10 at office of Williameas 
Norwood rd, Herne hill, Lodgi house keoyor. Nov 80 at 12 at offs 
of Moms, Grsetahura ob : " 
rd, Varden rd, Licensed Victualler. Nov 26 ab 10 ab offices @ 


Philp 
eet » York, out of busindss, Nov 9 at 19 at offices 





Mereditin, Ww, Uontemels 0, Tescer of » Pe Movs, Usa, Dec Gabt 


Wokmmond tor 


Robinson, maa Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Merchant. Pet Nov 17. Perse 


Langnstor, Physician, Nov 90 ab 10,90 at offices  B 
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O-Denoghve, Frances Ann, » Bath, of no occupation. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Collins, 
Flin, Jolin, Stanhope st, Coal Merchant Nov 24 at 2 at offices of Durbidge 
h 

Osborne, George, South Normanton, Derby, Draper. Nov 30 at 11 at offices of Wyles, 
Low —, ears moma 





Packer, William, N Boot Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Acton and 
ae tie Victoria a, Mo ‘ham, El urseryman 

Parry, Ric rt, Motting’ near Eltham, Kent, N’ . Nov 30 at 3 at 
the a vern, bs omy Armstrong and sae Lama Old Jewry 

Pidgeon, beng "A Clifton, Lt a Painter. Nov 29 at 2 at offices of Sibly and 
Dickinson, xchange West, Bris 

Pinnegar, Josiah, Jamaica rd, _ lia Bricklayer. Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Moss, 
Gracechurch st 


Prince, Alfred, Westmoreland rd, Teroth, Cheesemonger. 
Lewty and Bendle, John st, Bedford 


Nov 28 at 3 at offices of 
Ralls, ne Hatch omg aN donecaa, Butcher. Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Chap- 


man, ee chambers, Bath pl, Taunton 

ok Ny —-m Guiseley, Yok . Nov 30 at 11 at the Law Institution, Albion 
pl, Leeds. righ 

Reed, Nanny James, Mg ore Cornwall, Draper. Nov 28 at 2.30 at the Royal Hotel, 


Falmouth. Jenkins, Falmou' 

Reeves, William, Epsom, eure Trainer of Race Horses. Dec 4 at 1 at offices of 
Bell, High st, bo) 

Reubenson, Isidor, and vdopeag < Reubenson, ewan Bt, Soman st, Furriers. Nov 


$0 at 2 at No. 6, con st, st. ry, Bris 
Rice, Henry, Bolton, Lancaster, Milliner, Dee? 1 a 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, 
Manchester. Hulton and Co, Bolton 
Rogers, William, Stratford-on-Avon, Warwick, out of business. Nov 30 at 1.30 at the 
1 ey f 
A 0) mit 4at 11 ffi Wright 
and Co, Guildhall, East ihe tea. 
Russell, Robert, Garston, nr Lord ee Leopen Baker. Nov 29 at 2 at offices of Goffey and Co, 


Commerce chambe: 

Salter, Elijah, Stourbridg Weventer a Thooneed Victualler. Nov 30 at 11 at Union 
chambers, High st, Btourbridgs Collis, Stourbridge 

Sanderson, William John, Barton — Humber, Lincoln, Brick Manufacturer. Nov 
toad Ley daxye Hotel, Whitefriarga te, Kingston upon Hull. Mason, Barton upon 

Simpson, Arthur Dalrymple Baillie, Biiliter sq, Merchant. Dec 7 at 3 at office of 
Robinson and Leslie, Coleman st. Lumley and Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Simpson, John Thomas, Newcastle upon Tyne, Contractor. Nov 80 at 11 at office of 
Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

ed _ George, Leig Leigh, Surrey, Grocer, Nov 28 at 12 at office of Head, Bell st, 


sale George William, Sheffield, Grocer. Nov 30 at 12 at office of Binney, Bank st, 
ayer, Mary, Walsall, Stafford, Ironmonger. Nov 28 at 11 at office of Bill, Bridge st, 
Starmer, "Bastane, Larkhall lane, South Lambeth, Boot Dealer. Nov 28 at 3 at office of 
Cooper and Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Pathem, Herbert, Matlock, aa Innkeeper. Dec 7 at 12 at Bell Hotel, Sadler Gate, 


y. Skidmore, Matlock 
Stewardson, Jose Manufacturer. Nov 30 at 2 at law Society’s Sale 


, Lancaster, Boot 
Room, Castle Hill "House, Lancaster, Johnson and Tilly, Lancaste: 
Stewart, James, Bolton, Lancaster, Painter. Dec 1 at'il at Public Sale Rooms, 
Bowker’s row, Bolton. Cooper, Bolton 
——, Charles, High Wycombe, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Nov 30 at3 at 


office of Parker and Wilkins, Easto High W: ibe 
Tatton, William, Mace , ees Wier 
Waters Green, Macclesfield. Macclesfield 
Tomlinson, John, Haslingden, _— ee Ba ov 29 at 3 at Commercial Hotel, 
lingden, Whalley, A 
Trebilcock, John, St ages | Kg te Warnser 
Waghorn, Bi Richard, Qionstand ra rd, ri Hol olloway, Paper Stainer. Dec 11 at 3 at 173, Ball's 
lington, Fenton, Kingsland 
id 
Watkin, Rat Robert Hards, Victoria Dock rd, Carver. Dec 4 at 12 at office of Morris, Mitre 
N ignan 
= "Oe roe hog Bab ov 29 at 11 at office of Dui 
Gray’s inn sq 
Williams, Henry, London rd, Southwark eseumeneee. Nov 27 at 2 at 60, Finsbury 


lesfield, Commercial Traveller. Dec 4 at 3 at Queen’s Hotel, 
Pattinson, 
Manchester rd, Has! 
the Sondre Pe, Noy 30 aa 2.90 at office of Jenkins, 
green 
Walker,  Wiliany Sheffield, File Manufacturer. Nov 28 at 12 at office of Mellor, Queen 
Webb, Medthow, Walsall Wood, Stafford, Farmer. 
Wheeler, William homas, Stoke Green, Bucks, Baker. Dec 4 at 2 at office of Phillips, 
vement. Lucas, Gt James st, Bedfo 


Williams, John, Barrow in Furn paar ‘Nov A at 11 at Trevelyan Hotel, Dalkeith 
poi in Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in- 
— —y , Bettws y Coed, Carnarvon, Hotel Keeper. Dec6 at 12 at office of 
Williams, William Shrewsbury, Salop, Grocer. Nov 30 at 3 at the Law Society, Talbot 
chmbrs, yt jury. Nutsey, Shrewsbury 
Wood, George » Glou Coster, Bakes, Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Hunt and Co, 
Briatol ales Nicholas 8t, Bristol 
‘ood, John Rathbone, Kidderminster, Tronm r, Nov 28 J os at the Black Horse 
lictel Mill st, Kidderminster, Miller and Cor , Kiddermi 
‘ood, John, jun, sone, York, Farmer. Nov $0 at 12 at ry Black Swan Hotel, 
e! 
Wood, Thomas, Bristol, Coach Builder, Nov 26 at 12 at offices of Essery, Nicholas st, 


4- yy ty Newport Monmouth, Draper. Nov 28 at 11 at offices of Vaughan, 


Wright thport, Lancaster, Fish Dealer, Nov 30 at 3 at offices of Gibso 
wight Nanny, Bowser, Laneuatr, Pi, Daler, ma % 


Tvunspay, Nov, 21, 1982. 
Adams, Aatoom, Yeovil, Som Yeoman. Deo 1 at 12 at offices of Watts, Yeovil 
Besso, Manchester, M t. Dec @at3 at offices of Addleshaw and War- 
Biden, iden, John | nein Bournemouth, Srethemeien, Stationer, Dec 6 at 2 at Adelaide 
Bournemouth, and Hutehi 
= | cele, Dec 6 at 11 at Law 
i 
pos, Nien TH, Sarah, paltord 4 Tatami wo a tor at 3 at offices of 
aaa, Lede, York b. 2at2at Mitre Hotel, y 
# and 4 wore, Agent, Agent. Deo a nr Cathedral, Man 
eg ti tet, Homperanee Hotel Keoper. Doo 6 at 12 at offices of Harvey, 
ohn erch Dean 
on "Bank chum » York, Rag Merchant, Deo 4 at 3 at offices of 
iam Chadwick, » Leeda, Woollen = mama 
eatery Albion pl, Woods,’ Yoale nnd sand Appleton, Leeda 
Notingham, Frait at Sat office of 


i? gato, N 
‘olson, » Doo 8at3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, 


Neng fly 
anche , Nelson 
Clewlow, Birlghum, Warwih, Boot Clicker, Nov 30 at 3 at office of Parry, 


Colmore row, 








Coleby, Walter, Guildford, Surrey, Hotel Proprietor. Dec 6 at 1 at 162 Fleet st. Durbidge, 
Cooma, Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Locksmith. Dec 6 at 11 at office of Clark, New rd, 


Devis, Amelia, and Sarah Davis, 2ooue, Sussex, Lodging House Keepers. Dec 5 
at 3 at office of Champion and Co. 

Dames, Jamon, North Stow, Suffolk, Farmer. Dee 6 at 12 at Guildhall, Bury St Edmonds, 

Dagrece, Sores, Caetielty Horse Slaughterer. Dec 1 at 11 at office of Unwin, Queen st, 


Dodd, Thomas, Wharton, Winsford, Chester, Victualler. Dec 8 at 2.30at 
Warren ‘Bulkeley Arms Hotel, Warren st, Stoc! Cooke, Winsford 
Adolf Amandus, Worship st, 8 Cabinet Manufacturer. Nov 30 at 


2 at phe of Kelly, New City a Bish es" Within 
Duff, Samuel, and Samuel Hugh Daff, Dudley, , Earthenware Merchanis. 
Dec 2 at 11 at Swan Hotel, Dudley. "Gould and Mleock, St 
a ot! Sartiete’ Draper. Dec 4 at 2 at office of Hodgson, Old Post Office court, 
st 


rusher Robert, Lianrhos, Carnarvon, Farmer. Dec7 at 12 at offices of Jones, Con- 
Fielding, Sutcliffe, Halifax, York, Baker. Dec 5 at 3 at office of Barber and Oliver, Church 
use 


st, 

Flower, Course, Wellington rd, St John’s Wood, out of business. Dec 13 at 4 at office 
of Yorke and Co, Conduit st, Bond st 

Garrot, Jan Thomas, Rushden, Northampton, Coach Builder. Dec 4at 2 at office of 
Toller, a Kettering 

Gilbert, Mary, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Dec 4 at 3 at office of Fallows, Cherry st, 


Godfrey, John, i. Sisters’ rd, Builder. Dec 4at3 at office of Lewty and Bendle, 


John st, ‘ord row 
Goldthorpe, James, Dewsbury, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 27 at 3 atoffice of Mitcheson, 


Union st, Heckmondwike 


oo yy & en ae ee Dee 6 at 3 at office of Hincks, Bowling 
reen si 

Graham, Henry, Gateshead, Grocer. Dec 7 at 3 at office of Warlow, Collingwood st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 


Grimshaw, George William, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Grocer. Nov 28 at 3 at the 
Station Hotel, Carnforth. Hudson, Barrow-in-Furness 

bs John Downes, Sumner rd, Peckham, Corn Merchant. Dec 7 at 2 at offices of 

Bilton, Renfrew rd, Kennington 

Halliday, Richard, jun, Windhill, nr Shipley, York, Coal Merchant. Dec 4 at 11 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Morgan and agg Shipley 

Harding, William Richard, Salisbury, Wilts, Leather 4 Dee 1 at 2.30 at the 
Inns of Court , High Holborn. Hill = Royle, 

Harris, Henry, and David Harris, ¥ “reies, Degen. Dec 5 at 12 at 
offices of Charles Bros, Parade, Neath 

Hearn, Emma, Sidmouth, Devon, Fancy Stationer. Dec 1 at 3.45 at offices of Andrew, 
Bedford circus, Exeter. Radford, Sidmouth 

teks, John, New Oscott, Warwick, Brickmaker. Dec 4 at 11 at offices of Ansell, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Dec 4 at 11 aé offices of Greaves and Taylor, 


Hirst, Fred, Bradford, York, Joiner. 

Chea) le, Bradford 
_ leary Birmingham, Grocer. Dec 4 at 11 at offices of Hadley, Waterloo st, 
Hollas, Frederick, New Pellon, nr Halifax, York, Beerseller. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 


Moore, St James’ chambers, Crown st, 
— Stephen, Derby, Grocer. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Derby 


A Potter, Irongate, 
oe Agent. Dec 4 at 1 at offices of Bannister, 
adson, Thomas, South Stockton, York, Yeast Merchant. Nov 29 at 3 at offices of 
Best, High st, Stockton-on. Tees 
Jelli William, ee Builder, Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Vergetteand Buckie, 
Market st, Peterboro 
ea d, pa: titinie: Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Wilson, Exchange bidgs, 
Johnson, Willi Rothwell, York, Market Gardener. Dec 4at 12 at offices of Rooke 
and ley, ite Horse st, Boar lane , Leeds 
ba Soke Tabs Fest oe, Ceemacine, Foseies, Dec 4at 11 at offices of Morris, Quay 
Jones, Wil h Tromas Bes Fakherente. Liverpool’ wares 5 _ 
‘o, Chure i 
Keates, Wi Worthy, Westhery, Wi Wilts, Licensed Victualler. Nov 30 at 12 at offices of Rod- 
way, Fore st, Trowbridge 
ae ae ee Clive rd, Lower Norwood, Plumber. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Finch, High st, Southwark 
King, William, Leeds, Ourrier Dee 1 at 11 at offices of Turner and Hewson, Park sq, 
8 
Lee, a. Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Dec 4 at 12 at office of Wright, John 
an 
Leing, ohn, Sunderiand, Durham, Upbolterer. Dec 5 at ll at office of Pinkney, 
‘ohn st, Sun 
indsay, ‘Ralph, Heckmondwike, York, Contractor. Dec 1 at 3 at office of Sykes, 
Michael, John, Hastings, Builder. Dec 5 at 2.90 at office of Langham, Robertson st, 
Mosby, Daria Normanton, York, Grocer. Dec 4 at 3at office of Lodge, Townhall 
rs, 
Osan on Hemingford rd, Barnsbury, Carpenter. Dee 6 at 3 at office of Mote, 
a 's inn 
Oak Geel, keene, ur Derham, Ardhdiets Dee! at 11 at office of Chambers, Sadler 
Herbert, Ossett, nr Wakefield, Cabinet Maker. Dee 4 at 3 at office of Bar- 


ton, New st, Ossett 
Pemberton, John, Manchester, Boiler Maker. Dec 4 at 3 at office of Farrar and Hall, 


Fountain st, Manchester 

ee ee orgy +A out of business. Nov 38 at $ at office of 
Pinner, inne, Holborn, Butcher. Nov 2088 Lat office of Pater, South 
Priest, John, fford, Builder, Dec 1 at 3 at office of Fallows, Cherry at, 
Robinson, Alfred. vy, Grocer. Novy 28 at 11 at office of Hol i Sian ore 
Robinson, neon, James Sabot Oldham, Glass Dealer. Dec 1 at at Mitre 


Gates, Mi ingon, 

Rabe Detchs aakhee: wade Lak, Gos of Wea. Dec 6 at 3 at office of Leni, 

Stamford et, Ashton ander Lyne 

se yy Sunderland, Solicitor, Dee 4 at 11 at office of Graham and Shep- 

herd st, Sunderiand 

Rowell, St ee Shae ve, Sages: Dee 6 at 3.at office of Child, South sq, 

8 

ow jamin, ay edt ag an aly Be er eral Penn PS Se 

pavenaans. 


ane Seatlord, Pantece Dee Lek dat vine Hotel, Vane 
eae Nov 29 at 2 at office of Salisdary, Broad =, 
et po 


eT Seke teroh Dec Gat S$ at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ 


m cel GaRmNe Wusow and 


“one 
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Nov 23 at 12 at the offices of 


62 


Shipp, Frederick, Baroness rd, Hackney rd, Box Maker. 
mes and Temple, Chiswell st. Ogle, Chiswell st 
Simons, William Merrall, Nottingham, Commission Agent. Dec 7 at 3 at 6, Peck lane, 
ottingham, Simons 

Small, George William, and not Smale, as erroneously printed in last Gazette, Sheffield, 
York, Grocer. Nov 30 at 12 at offices of Binney, Bank st, Sheffield 

Smith John, King st, West Hammersmith, Butcher. Dec’ 6 at 11 at offices of Dubois, 
old Serjeant’s inn, Chancery lane. Maynard, Clifford’s inn 

Smith, Sydney, Croydon, Surrey, Builder. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of Pullen, Basinghall st 

Stott, John Carr, Alnwick, Northumkerland, Tailor. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Hind- 
marsh, Bondgate Without, Alnwick 

aaa William Frederick, Stratford, Essex, Builder. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Corsellis 
and Co, Quality ct, Chancery lane 

Sutton, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Earthenware Dealer. 


of Coppock, Vernon st, Stockport 
Taylor, Edward, Dover, Kent, Hatter. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Clift, Cheapside 
Dec 8 at 12 at the Public Hall, Tenby. Stoke . 


Thomas, George, Pembroke, Builder. 
Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Jackson, Dale st 








The Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ Journa is—Town, 26s. ; Counter, 
288. ; with the Wrexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advanc: tucls 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volum 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal”’ must 
authenticated by the name of | the writer. 

Where difficulty is eaperienced in procuring the Journal with regularit ! 
in the Country, it is requested that application be made direst to t 
Publisher. 











Dec 6 at 3 at offices 


CONTENTS. 


a7) Davis v. Harford ....-+se-+e-eee. 
In re Allnutt, decd., Pott v Brassey 4 
Punchard v. Tomkins covccesces see 
Clarke v. Yorke .. 
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Tenb: 

Townshend, William, Liverpool, Merchant. 
Liverpool. Whitley and Co, Liverpool 

Trainor, Daniel, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer. Dec 1 ‘~ 2 at Law Society’s Hall, Lincoln’s 
inn chbrs, Bowlalley lane, Hull. Watson and Co, Hull 

U William, Queen’s st, Hammersmith, Cab Proprietor. Nov 30 at 3 at Queen’s 

ead Tavern, Brook green, Hammersmith. Waring, Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 

Vidler, Herbert, Hastings, Painter. Dec 6 at2 atthe Bridge House Hotel, London bridge, 
Savery, Hastings 

Walton, Liew Blackburn, Lancaster, ] Provision Merchant. Dec 7 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathed: gates, M lackburn 

Waewi , ‘Thomas, Widnes, Lancaster, ‘Grocer. Dec 5 at 1 at offices of Beasley, Victoria 

idnes 

White, Ebenezer Messum, Millbrook, Southampton, Builder. Nov 30 at 3 at offices of 
Davis and Bennett, Portland st, Southampton. Watts, Albion pl, Southampton 

White, Julia, Cambridgn, Boot seller. Dec 5 at 12 at offices of Ginn and Matthew, St 


Andrew’s st, Cambridge 
Willcocks, William James, Berners st, Oxford st, Music Publisher. Dec 7 at 3 at 32, 


(JURRENT TOPICS --ce-ccccseee seccere 

Fur Serrcep LAND ACT....00 «++ 

SovuLp THE rarest Faawcmise 
RETAINED ? 

bcent Dgcisions 

MAAVIBWS .cccccsccccceesssee 
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Ex parte St. Salers. 8 Outen, Oxford 
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Ex Geisel .occce -sececcecerece 
Ex parte Mark..«eee 
Marsh v. Earl Granville . 


BE 
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Notices To CoRRESPONDENTS.— All communications intended for publicatis 
wn the SouictToRs’ JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address 


the writer. 


Argyll st, Regent st. Curtis, Old Jewry chbrs 


Williams, Joseph Havard, Llandilo Talybout, Glamorgan, Clog Maker. Dec 1 at 11 at 
Dec 4 at 11 at the Law Institution, 


offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Winfield, John, Leeds, freshment Contractor. 
Albion pl, Leeds. Dunning and Co, Leeds 


i Henry Lucas, Frome, Somerset, Coach Builder. 


arthy, King st, Frome 


desirous of obtaining bac 
num 


Nov 29 at lat offices of 





The Editor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected com 


cations. 
*,* ‘The Publisher ps that early application should be made by perso 
numbers of the SouicitoRs’ JOURNAL, as only @ 8 
ber of copies remain on hand. 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “‘the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, kee pm phen better in all climates, and is fuur times 
the strength o THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Cocoatina a La VaNILxx is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolaie, and may be taken when 
—. chocolate is prohibit bited. 
3s., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


tin packets at ls. 6d., 
“a Grocers. 

meee Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H, SCHWEITZER & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1825. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 


Estimates and io free for entirely Fur- 
nishing Residences, C bers, Offices, &c. 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 


Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Designs, &c. BedroomFurniture, including Bedstead and 
Bedding, from £7 10s. per set. 

THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


200, 2038, and 204, Tottenham Court-rosad, London, W. 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 





Charities on 
AW PRACTICE.— Wanted, to Purchase a 
small Practice, ora Share in an established Busi- 
ness. Town preferred. Principals only treated with.— 
Address, Practice (No. 880), “ Solicitors’ Journal” 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C 


AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor (married), a 
Managing Clerksbip; with view to a Partnership 
in an old-established Offi 4 of good standing.—Address, 
for particulars, to W. =i care of Waterlow Bros, & 
Layton, 24, Birchin-lane, E. 


AW.—To Parents and Guardians. — 

Wanted, an Articled Pupil to prepare for his Solici- 

tor’s Examinations or an Univ: ersity Degree.—Address, 
Dr. Livert, Solicitor, Cambridge. 


AW.—A Gentleman (aged 26, admitted), 

with a at his disposal, is anxious to obtain 

a Managing Clerkship, with or without a view to Partner- 

pn gg eH experience in both country and town 

— Good references. Fim vecag in 891, ** Solicitors’ 
coal ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


A GENTLEMAN, 30 (unsdmitted), dis- 

in January, 1883, Desires the Manage- 
Juntel nated a small London office. Thoroughly conversant 
with Chancery, Common Law, Bankruptcy, County Court, 
and Mayor’s Court Practice. Can introduce business.— 
Address, C., Messrs. Evison & Bridge, 22, Chancery-lane. 


R. MEADOWS, of Bond-court-chambers 
Walbrook, Lond Solicitor, Reads with Articled 
ntermediate 


Clerks preparing ‘for the and Final Exam- 
inations, or directs the course of Reading through the 
post. 
NORTHUMBERLAND AVENUE, 
casetenicc) * SOU ARE, 


H°? 
NLO 


The Hotel Métropole, which is now in course of con- 
struction, will be one of the largest in Europe, and will 
contain aj] that modern improvements can provide for the 




















EL METROPOLE, 


GORDON, who is the the Compan 
The Offices of the Hotel Metropole are at oh "Warwick: 
court, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 





R. T. WHEELER (late of the Farebrother 
Firm), Estate and d Agent, Auctioneer, 
and Surveyor, thirty ag <4 experience in all 
England, conducts oy Auction, and Valuations 
of Estates, Building  f Farming Stock, Houses, 
Farniture, and every class "of Property, at fixed and 
moderate costs. Railway and other compensations made, 
in which Mr. Wheeler has had large experience. Valua- 
tions for Probate on special terms. Invites particulars 
of all classes of Property to be Let or Sold for insertion 
in his Monthly “ Register.” Growing timber meas 
and valued.—Offices, 68, Chancery-lane, London. 


L™, 000 Required upon Mortgage of Land 
and Houses of ample value at 3} per Cent. No 
Agents treated with.—A. B., care of Messrs. Allen & Sons, 
49, Bedford-row. 


‘XO SOLICITORS, ARCHITECTS, and 

CAPITALISTS "—Small fand Large Sums wanted 
to assist Builders in erecting Houses, situate at Brixton 
and Clapham. To APRly, to Messrs, Surra & SauNnDERS, 
Land and Estate Agents, Brixton-road, London. 


'.O TRUSTEES and CAPITALISTS.—In- 

vestment at Brixton.—Thirteen houses, producing 
£490 per annum. Unexpired lease 87 . Price £5,700. 
Ground-rent £84. £3,900 of the pure “money can re- 
main at 5 per cent., and a further £1,000 at 6 per cent., if 
desired.—Apply to "Messrs. — & SAUNDERS, Land and 
Estate Agents, Brixton-road, London. 


ANTED, on Mortgage, £8,000 to 
£10,000, at 5 per Cent., on Freehold Marine Prop- 
erty—on separate mortgages of £600 to £700 per house. 
Ample security for Trust Funds.—For further ‘particu- 
lars apply. to A. B., care of Saunders, Hawksford, & 
Bennett, 68, , Coleman-street, E.C, 


AIN’S SOLICITORS’ BOOK- KEEPING 
(Copyright).—The Explanatory Treatise (Ninth 
Edition), price 6s. 

KAIN’S NEW No. 94 PERFORATED DRAFT BILLS 
of COSTS BOOK, 500 pages, with Index, Es ie, 9s. 6d., 
and all the necessa yright Account ant Boo! ate 
the systems (including, when nee aa, fo 
be had of Katy, Brown, & Co., Accountants, "Aeditd 
Costs D: in, &c., 69, W.O.; or oftheir 
Publishers, WarTeRLow Brorwens & 


XTON, 
lane, E.C, Price List of Books free, 
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EDE AND SON, 


ROBE » DSR MAKER 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. | 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOW 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWN 


ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. | 





AMPTON & SONS make NO CHAR 


Published on the lst of the month, 


for insertin, 
HOUSES. | of 


iculars in their FREE MO 


‘ATES, TOWN and COUNT 
USES. Pnished or Unfurnished, or. for Sale, t 
hed GRATIS at their Offices, or post-free for two st 


and 


insertion should be sent not later than five days pi 
to end of preceding month. 


Valuations for Probate and Transfer. . 


8 


urveys. a 
__Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 





Specially for the Sale of Liter: 
‘Works of Art, 47, LEICESTER 


ESSRS. PUTTIOK & SIMPSON be 


announce that the above rooms are 
the reception of all kinds of Literary and 


M 


AUCTION ROOMS 


‘re Pro 


SQUARE, LONE 


Musical Collections, &c., intended for Sale b; ‘Ans 
Messrs. P. & 8. feel assured that the 
(gained only b 
nection enjoy 
to solicitors and ae that such fates og 
their care will be arranged for sale in the most ‘ad 
eous manner. 
aluations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for F 
or Private Sale. 
EstaBLiseED (ux Procapiu1y) 1794. 


bag beng mings Fone and the extensive ¢ ¢ 


ir firm 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, 
& BRIDGEWATER’S LIS 

STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includ 
Landed , Town and Country Residences, Hun 


and Shooti ‘Quarters F 
Charges, so Pro ; 


FARME 


TEWSC 


pert; 
published on the first day of each month, and 
obtained, free of charge, at their 80, Ch 
E.C., or will be sent by post in return for two 
Particulars for insertion should be received not 
four days previous to the end of the 


Ground Rents, 
y and Investments general 


mon 





TOREIGN ADVERTISING.—Adver i 
— hogy ee 


ments inserted in any Continental or Colonial P 


Established 


forei, lan without 
ee eee 


Estimates by ret 
ODOL MOSSE, Advertising Offices, 136, Ch 





of wi 


&. 


cisfeo. for stampe 
Emzsx Stazx & Co., 23, Bed 


HUROR PaEPen ENT WANTED 
vate patrons, a ey 
private treaty, of advowsons, pennies, Oe wr hy 
PRIVATE PATRONS’ GAZETTE edited by Mr. 
ree ST. Associate Institute of : 
Messrs 





